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ABSTRACT 
Dramatic social change in East Germany has warranted the need for communities to 
assist youth in managing new opportunities and risks. Using data from "Youth in Rural 
Brandenburg '96," the relationship between youth ages 15 to 21 and their communities was 
examined through a model of community sentiment. Incorporated were sociodemographic, 
life interest, social network and support, community, and community resource variables in 
explaining community attachment and satisfaction. Of interest were resources of special 
relevance for youth: employment, housing, leisure, and social support. 
Descriptive analyses indicated negative evaluations of employment and leisure 
resources, more positive views of housing and social support, above-average levels of 
attachment, and ambivalent feelings of satisfaction. Males expressed more favorable 
attitudes toward employment, leisure, and community satisfaction than did females; no 
differences were noted by age or income. 
Structural equation modeling results emphasized the importance of social support and 
leisure resources in explaining community sentiment. Gender, length of residence, family 
interest, and social support resources directly influenced community attachment. Gender, 
organizational memberships, population, social support resources, and leisure resources 
directly influenced community satisfaction. Leisure and social support resources also 
allowed for the indirect effects of various social network variables on attachment and 
satisfaction. In addition, social support resources mediated the negative effects of female 
gender on attachment and satisfaction, and social support and leisure resources mediated the 
negative effects of community organizational memberships on satisfaction. The final, 
best-fitting parsimonious model explained almost half the variance in attachment and 
three-quarters of the variance in satisfaction. Age, income, family socioeconomic status, 
regional economic status, employment, and housing resources were not significant predictors 
in the model. 
xii 
Furtlier analysis is needed to replicate the model in other populations and cultural 
contexts. Communities, in their planning efforts, should develop resources that facilitate 
trust and interaction among residents. Special attention should be given to the needs of girls 
and young women, at-risk youth, and those with academic interests. Implications are relevant 
in East Germany, as well as in other countries. 
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 
The 1990 reunification of Germany brought rapid and dramatic change to the 17 
million individuals living in East Germany, affecting not only the political and economic 
systems under which they lived, but practically every other aspect of daily life as well. Along 
with new opportunities for travel, personal expression, and consumer products came the loss 
of employment, traditions, and interpersonal networks necessary to exchange goods and 
services under former conditions of scarcity. While few people wish to revert to the way of 
life before the "Change," as it is commonly called, the transformation has not occurred 
without substantial difficulty for individuals, families, and communities (Ardagh, 1995; 
Volker & Flap, 1995). 
This study focused on older adolescents and young adults, their developmental needs, 
and their attitudes toward the communities in which they live. Developmental tasks of this 
age period include separating firom parents, making decisions about education and 
employment, locating and maintaining living arrangements, seeking new fiiends and potential 
mates, becoming self-supporting, and accepting responsibility for oneself (Amstein, 1984; 
Chisholm & Hurrelmann, 1995; Hudson, 1991; Hurrelmann & Settertobulte, 1994; 
Kerckhoff, 1990; Levinson, 1978). Career and other choices made during this time are 
critical in affecting the remainder of the life course (Amstein, 1984; lessor, Donovan, & 
Costa, 1991; Kerckhoff, 1990). 
For East German youth, the Change significantly altered the context of development 
from what had existed only a few years previously. For example, university admission is no 
longer dependent upon political affiliation. Early marriage and childbearing are unnecessary 
to obtain access to government-controlled apartments. Today, youth are free to pursue 
individual goals rather than those of the planned economy and socialist state. At the same 
time, however, employment is no longer guaranteed upon completion of education and 
training, and the state-sponsored youth clubs, in which almost all young people participated. 
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have disbanded. Unemployment, as well as family stress and insecurity, have placed large 
numbers of youth at risk for long-term adjustment difficulties (Ardagh, 1995; Trommsdorff 
& Komadt, 1995; Walper, 1995). For rural youth, changes in agriculture and the rural 
economy have presented additional challenges. 
Support for youth during this period of historical change is critical. Despite strong 
relationships in East German families, parents and other adult role models are also "novices" 
in the new system and may not be able to provide the guidance that is needed. Extrafamilial 
support systems, therefore, have an important role (Walper, 1995). 
Communities are defined as areas in which "individuals and groups regularly interact to 
integrate various attributes, opportunities and services for the fulfillment of subsistence needs 
and the establishment of a sense of community" (Allen, 1990, p. 185). By providing a 
favorable context for development, commimities can assist in the development of youth. 
Community resources include jobs, education and training programs, housing, and 
recreational opportunities, as well as caring adults, supportive relationships, safe 
neighborhoods, gathering places, and family services (Benson, 1997; Coleman, 1988; Flora 
& Flora, 1994; Garbarino, Galambos, Plantz, & Kostelny, 1992; Pine, Krieger, & Maluccio, 
1990). 
How well do communities meet the needs of older adolescents and young adults? How 
do older adolescents and young adults feel about their communities? Community sentiment, 
the topic of this study, refers to attitudes toward one's community of residence. It includes 
the separate but related components of community attachment, or the degree of emotional 
investment, bonding, and affect with the community, and community satisfaction, a 
subjective evaluation of one's place of residence as a place to live (Feldman, 1990; Hummon, 
1992). Community sentiment has been associated with emotional well-being (Hummon, 
1992; O'Brien, Hassinger, & Dershem, 1994), as well as migration intentions and behavior 
(Elder, King, & Conger, 1995; Rieger, Beegle, & Fulton, 1973). 
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Although previous research has indicated a wide range of individual and community 
variables that influence community sentiment, little is known regarding this concept among 
youth. Furthermore, how do various resources in the community, particularly those of 
importance to older adolescents and young adults, affect feelings of community attachment 
and satisfaction? These issues have relevance for youth and communities in East Germany, 
as well as in other cultural contexts. 
Purpose and Rationale of Study 
The primary objective of this study was to examine community sentiment among 
youth. Adolescents and young adults ages 15 to 21 from rural areas of the state of 
Brandenburg in East Germany were surveyed regarding the adequacy of resources in their 
communities and their levels of community attachment and satisfaction. Resources in four 
dimensions were included: employment, housing, leisure, and social support. Differences 
based on gender, age, and income were assessed as well. 
The study utilized model testing and model building processes (Joreskog & Sorbom, 
1993). A conceptual model was developed that incorporated a number of sociodemographic, 
life interest, social network and support, community, and community resource variables. A 
series of model variations first were tested for model fit and then were modified and 
compared to determine the best-fitting model. The structural relationships among the 
variables, as well as direct and indirect effects, were examined. In addition, mediating effects 
of community resources on the other variables were considered. 
This study built upon previous human development and community sentiment research 
in a number of unique and critical ways. First, the study addressed community sentiment 
among older adolescents and young adults. The period described as "youth" or "young 
adulthood" is relatively new in Western society, emerging over the past 30 years (Klein, 
1990). As a resuh, relatively little research has identified the specific factors that contribute 
to successfiil adjustment during this age period (lessor et al., 1991). Examining a youth 
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population, especially in an area undergoing societal change, has added to the understanding 
in this area. 
Second, the importance of the physical context in the study of human development has 
been described as "overlooked" and "neglected" (Proshansky & Fabian, 1987), and little 
information has been located that considers the impact of a broad range of community 
influences on young adult development. Through its focus on specific community resources, 
the study incorporated a human developmental component into a model of community 
sentiment. By assessing the resources of importance to older adolescents and young adults, a 
greater understanding of both human development and person-environment relationships was 
obtained. 
Rossi (1972) suggested the importance of studying communities because they are the 
settings in which the majority of daily life activities occur, as well as the location of one's 
home. Major life events such as births, school attendance and completion, and others that 
form important memories take place in the context of the community. Furthermore, social 
trends and govenunent policy have their direct impact on the individual at the community 
level. An important issue in the study of communities is whether conununity characteristics 
serve as inputs to an individual's well-being beyond the characteristics of individuals and 
families living in a particular area, hi addition, ecological approaches warrant the inclusion 
of contextual influences of the commimity and larger environment when examining human 
behavior, attitudes, and developmental outcomes of individuals across the life span 
(Bronfenbrermer, 1979; 1986). 
It is important for youth to be aware of the resources that exist in their communities so 
they can make informed decisions regarding their future life courses. Furthermore, it is 
essential for rural areas to be attentive to their adolescent and young adult citizens and to 
develop services and programs to meet their needs. Knowledge about specific resources can 
serve as a starting point for remedying any deficits. Of special concern are those young 
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persons without family support to assist them, as well as those with special developmental 
needs (Maluccio, Krieger, & Pine, 1990). 
Finally, the study utilized structural equation modeling, an analytical technique not 
found in earlier conmiunity sentiment research. With this procedure, the structural 
relationships between individual, community, and community sentiment variables were 
examined in greater detail than in previous empirical work. 
Conceptual Framework 
Community sentiment has received attention primarily in the disciplines of sociology, 
rural sociology, and environmental psychology. However, a model of community sentiment 
for adolescents and young adults was not located. Therefore, a conceptual model was 
developed specifically for this study based upon previous community sentiment and other 
related research. A literature review justifying the model and its components is provided in 
Chapter 2. 
The conceptual model incorporated a number of relevant personal and community 
variables in explaining community sentiment among adolescents and young adults. The 
model suggested that sociodemographic characteristics (i.e., age, gender, monthly income, 
family socioeconomic status, and length of residence), life interests (i.e., professional goals 
and family interest), social networks and support (i.e., social networks, organizational 
memberships, and support received firom community members), and community 
characteristics (i.e., population and regional economic status) influence community 
attachment and satisfaction indirectly through evaluations of community resources (i.e., 
employment, housing, leisure, and social support). Community resources were hypothesized 
to influence the two dimensions of community sentiment directly and were hypothesized to 
mediate the effects of sociodemographic characteristics, life interests, social networks and 
support, and community characteristics on attachment and satisfaction. A representation of 

















In summary, the goal of this study was to examine the relationship between individuals 
and the communities in which they live through a mod?l of community sentiment. The 
setting of the study provided insight into the conditions in a rapidly changing societal and 
economic context, hnplications for future research and community development in East 
Germany, as well as in other parts of the world, are particularly meaningful during this time 
of community and societal rebuilding. 
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CHAPTER 2. LITERATURE REVIEW 
This chapter presents a review of the theory and research related to community 
sentiment. Definitions of community attachment and satisfaction are provided, followed by a 
discussion of the variables that are hypothesized to influence these constructs in the 
conceptual model. In addition, the general research hypotheses of this study are included. 
Definitions and Research Overview 
Community attachment refers to the degree of emotional investment, bonding, or affect 
that individuals have with their communities (Himunon, 1992). Analogies have been drawn 
to Bowlby's theory of attachment (Bowlby, 1979), focusing on the aspects of security and 
familiarity within the person-place bond similar to that of the mother-child relationship 
(Fuhrer, Kaiser, & Hartig, 1993). While specific definitions of community attachment vary 
throughout the literature, common themes include embeddedness in a specific place, feeling 
at ease, connectedness to others, sadness at the thought of leaving, interest in what goes on, 
and commitment to staying (Feldman, 1990; 1996; Gerson, Stueve, & Fischer, 1977; Goudy, 
1977; 1990; Hummon, 1992; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974; Riger & Lavrakas, 1981). 
Similar to the construct of community attachment is that of place identity (Feldman, 
1990; 1996; Hummon, 1992). Identity consists of memories, feelings, values, and meanings 
about the physical environment in relation to oneself (Proshansky, Fabian, & Kaminoff, 
1983). Indicators can include conscious affiliation with a community, a favorable 
perspective, reluctance to leave, and a sense of being out of place elsewhere (Feldman, 1996; 
Hummon, 1992). 
Community satisfaction, a separate but related component of conununity sentiment, 
refers to a subjective evaluation of one's community of residence as a place to live 
(Hummon, 1992). Previous research in the United States and Germany indicates that most 
people are satisfied with the communities in which they live (Bick, 1987; Goudy, 1977; 
Herting & Guest, 1985; Marans & Rogers, 1975). Evaluations of specific components of the 
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community (e.g., public services, climate, and taxes), as well as the community as a whole, 
have been examined. 
Community sentiment studies have been identified fi-om the United States, Australia, 
Great Britain, Germany, and other European countries. The majority of attachment and 
satisfaction research dates from the 1970s and 1980s, while that of community identity is 
more recent. The studies, which have included empirical, qualitative, and theoretical 
approaches, have focused almost exclusively on adult populations. 
The literature indicates variation in the operationalization and measurement of 
community sentiment. For example, while attachment is viewed mainly in terms of affect 
toward a locality, behavioral approaches have been noted also. Length of residence, 
memberships in commimity organizations, and interactions with others have been used as 
indicators (Fernandez & Dillman, 1979; Gerson et al., 1977; Riger & Lavrakas, 1981) as well 
as predictors (Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974) of attachment. In addition, 
assessments of community satisfaction have included attachment components (Goudy, 1977; 
White, 1985) while assessments of attachment have contained satisfaction measures (Gerson 
etal., 1977; O'Brien & Hassinger, 1992; Wasserman, 1982). 
Issues also are raised for community satisfaction. Should community satisfaction be 
defined as satisfaction with specific community attributes, such as quality of public services, 
employment, political leadership, and shopping facilities (Bardo & Bardo, 1983; Murdock & 
Schriner, 1979; Rojek, Clemente, & Summers, 1975; Wasserman, 1982), or as an overall 
evaluation of the community as a place to live (Goudy, 1977; Herting & Guest, 1980; 
Ladewig & McCann, 1980; Sofranko & Fliegel, 1984; Toseland & Rasch, 1978)? Should 
satisfaction be measured with a single global question (Herting & Guest, 1985; Sofranko «fc 
Fliegel, 1984), a single factor with multiple indicators (Vreugdenhil & Rigby, 1987), or with 
multiple factors with multiple indicators (Goudy, 1977; White, 1985)? In addition, factor 
structures of community satisfaction have not demonstrated consistency between 
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communities in different cultures (Bardo & Dokmeci, 1990; Bardo & Hughey, 1978; 1979; 
1984), between conmiunities in the same culture (Hughey &. Bardo, 1984), or within the 
same community across time (Bardo & Bardo, 1983). 
Nevertheless, the literature regarding community attachment, satisfaction, and the 
related concept of community identity has contributed to an understanding of 
person-envirormient relationships. A variety of personal, interpersonal, and community 
characteristics have been examined in relation to community sentiment. Patterns, as well as 
inconsistencies and shortcomings, have been identified. These findings have been used to 
develop the conceptual model of community sentiment for youth in this study. 
Community Resources and Community Sentiment 
Features of the physical and social envirorunent have had a central role in empirical 
models of community satisfaction (Hummon, 1992). Favorable evaluations of community 
attributes have related positively to feelings of community satisfaction (Goudy, 1977; Herting 
& Guest, 1985; Marans & Rogers, 1975; Sofi-anko & Fliegel, 1984). By incorporating 
evaluations of community resources and other attributes, the amount of explained variance in 
satisfaction increases considerably over that explained by personal or other characteristics 
alone (Goudy, 1977; Marans & Rogers, 1975). Including social dimensions of community 
life, for example, has been particularly beneficial (Goudy, 1977). 
A wide range of community attributes and resources have been considered in models of 
community satisfaction. Problematic, however, is that the basis for their inclusion is largely 
atheoretical, and "virtually every conceivable quality has been discovered to be important in 
some study..." (Herting & Guest, 1985, p. 102). In addition, differentiating the effects of 
particular aspects of community life on community satisfaction is difficult to determine when 
a variety of services or resources, such as housing, employment, education, local government, 
police protection, and utilities are combined together in empirical analyses (Allen & Beattie, 
1984). The majority of variance in community satisfaction remains unexplained, despite the 
1 1  
examination of various combinations of community resources and attributes (Goudy, 1977; 
Marans & Rogers, 1975; Sofranko & Fliegel, 1984). 
Commimity satisfaction or dissatisfaction is suggested to be the result of an 
individual's assessment of the community to provide opportunities to match his or her needs 
(Stinner & van Loon, 1992). Assessment is also dependent upon the standard against which 
one judges various attributes of the community. Personal interests, aspirations, values, and 
goals determine the manner in which the community is viewed and evaluated (Marans & 
Rogers, 1975). Certain aspects of the community possess special relevance based upon these 
individual interests, goals, and circumstances (Deseran, 1978; Marans & Rogers, 1975; 
Miller, Tsemberis, Malia, & Grega, 1980). Including those variables most salient to the 
needs of individuals is likely to improve existing explanations of community satisfaction 
(Goudy, 1977). 
The role of community resources in predicting attachment is less well understood, 
primarily because it has not been the subject of examination. The emphasis on personal 
relationships has taken a larger focus in this area. However, associations with place are 
believed to develop in relation to the ability of a place to meet individual goals and 
expectations (Rivlin, 1987; Stokols & Shumaker, 1981). If the "servicing of needs," (e.g., 
work, socializing, recreation, religious and ethnic affiliation) is concentrated in a geographic 
area, the area will begin to assume importance to an individual (Rivlin, 1987, p. 14). 
Of interest in the conceptual model were those community resources salient to older 
adolescents and young adults. Four types of resources were considered: employment, 
housing, leisure, and social support. Moving into adult work roles, separating from parents, 
assuming greater responsibility for oneself, exploring new interests, and developing peer and 
partnership relationships are critical tasks for this period of the life span (Amstein, 1984; 
Chisholm & Hurrelmann, 1995; Hudson, 1991; Hurrelmann & Settertobulte, 1994; 
KerckhofT, 1990; Levinson, 1978). 
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Employment Resources 
During late adolescence and young adulthood, youth prepare for their future careers by 
obtaining apprenticeship training; applying for permanent employment; or participating in 
various forms of higher education (Chisholm & Hurrelmann, 1995; Hurrelmarm, 1994; 
Hurrelmann & Settertobulte, 1994). With the strong emphasis on credentials to obtain almost 
any type of employment in Germany (Hamilton, 1987; Hurrelmann & Settertobulte, 1994), 
available training and job opportunities at the local level are of great importance. 
Numerous studies have incorporated employment and related aspects (e.g., wages and 
career advancement) into community sentiment research; however, it is difficult to determine 
the specific importance of employment if it has been combined with other community 
attributes (e.g., housing or education) in the assessment measures. Resource variables with 
employment dimensions have been positively related to community satisfaction and 
attachment (Allen & Beattie, 1984; Goudy, 1977; Ladewig & McCann, 1980). Brown (1993) 
found satisfaction with employment positively related to community satisfaction, although 
contrary to expectations, those with employment out of their communities were more 
satisfied due to better opportunities and higher wages elsewhere. Disappointment with 
community economic opportunities has been related to increased intentions to migrate from 
the community (Stirmer & van Loon, 1992), suggesting a relationship between employment 
and community attachment. 
For youth, limited employment opportunities in rural communities have been 
associated with increased interest in living elsewhere (Andrews & Sardo, 1964; Cromartie, 
1993; Elder et al., 1995; Rieger et al., 1973; Rudkin, Elder, & Conger, 1994). Furthermore, 
the types of available jobs, even in areas of rapid economic growth, must match the needs and 
interests of youth to deter outmigration plans and feelings of dissatisfaction (Seyfiit, 1986). 
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Housing Resources 
Housing availability and affordability are of salience to youth as they begin the process 
of leaving the parental home and setting up an independent household (Chishohn & 
Hurrelmann, 1995). As with employment, housing often has been combined with other types 
of resources in empirical measures, making it difficult to assess the specific role of housing in 
explaining attachment and satisfaction. Resource variables that have included aspects of 
housing have been positively related to overall community satisfaction (Allen & Beattie, 
1984; Ladewig & McCann, 1980). In addition, specific housing and neighborhood features 
have been associated with increased levels of community and neighborhood satisfaction 
including satisfaction with the dwelling (Toseland & Rasch, 1978), upkeep of dwellings and 
housing conditions (Bick, 1987; Herting & Guest, 1985; Marans & Rogers, 1975; Miller et 
al., 1980), appearance (Herting & Guest, 1985), and absence of noise (Herting & Guest, 
1985; Miller et al., 1980). While many of these characteristics were weakly related, they 
often served as the most important predictors of satisfaction in relation to other 
sociodemographic or community variables (Toseland & Rasch, 1978). Favorable housing 
conditions have been associated with increased levels of community attachment as well 
(Bick, 1987). 
r.eisure Resources 
Leisure has an important role in adolescent and young adult development by facilitating 
social relationships with others, identity development, and the exploration of new roles and 
interests (Hendry, 1983; 1989; Hendry, Shucksmith, Love, & Glendinning, 1993; Silbereisen, 
Noack, & Eyferth, 1986). Throughout the literature, resource measures with dimensions of 
leisure (e.g., parks and playgrounds, recreational facilities, indoor and outdoor recreation, and 
opportunities to interact with friends and relatives) have been influential in predicting 
community satisfaction (Allen & Beattie, 1984; Marans & Rogers, 1975; Sofranko & Fliegel, 
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1984; Toseland & Rasch, 1978). Allen and Beattie (1984) found leisure to be the most 
important predictor of satisfaction in comparison to other community attribute variables. 
Literature examining leisure in relation to community attachment has not been 
identified. However, if significant life events and favorable memories contribute to feelings 
of affect for a place (Rowles, 1983), then a relationship between leisure and attachment is 
expected. 
Social Support Resources 
Finally, social support resources assist adolescents and young adults as they move into 
new roles and responsibilities. Friends, family members, and other trusted adults can provide 
guidance, understanding, and advice, as well as money and material goods (Barrera, Sandler, 
& Ramsey, 1981; Benson, 1997). In East Germany, these resources are of special concern 
due to unemployment, insecurities about the future, growing right-wing extremism, 
inadequacies of youth welfare services to meet the needs that exist (Gawlik, Krafft, & 
Seckinger, 1994), and changes in personal networks since reunification (Volker & Flap, 
1995). 
High levels of social support resources in the community (e.g., friends) have been 
related to community satisfaction (Glynn, 1981; Goudy, 1977), as well as attachment (Goudy, 
1977; 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974). Trust and identification with others can be viewed 
as social capital that enhances the impact of personal networks on attachment (Ryan, Zhao, & 
Agnitsch, 1997) and individual well-being (Coleman, 1988; Flora & Flora, 1994). 
Furthermore, integration into the "social fabric" of a community has been associated with 
increased feelings of attachment and identity among the elderly (Rowles, 1983). 
Summary 
In summary, positive, direct effects have been identified for employment, housing, 
leisure, and social support resource variables on community sentiment. While the 
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relationship between resources and satisfaction has received the most attention, support also 
has been found for resources positively influencing attachment. 
Sociodemographic Characteristics 
The research has indicated that community resources, often broadly defined, explain a 
considerable portion of the variance in community satisfaction as well as in attachment. 
However, personal and other attributes also have been examined in the literature. A number 
of sociodemographic characteristics have demonstrated importance in previous studies. Age, 
gender, monthly income, socioeconomic status, and length of residence were included in the 
conceptual model of this study. 
Ag£ 
Age in relation to community resources, satisfaction, and attachment has been 
examined for adults in the empirical literature. Effects of age on evaluations of community 
resources have demonstrated inconsistent findings. Relationships between age and 
combinations of resources (e.g., factors consisting of educational, housing, employment, 
recreation, shopping, and medical services) have ranged from moderately positive (Goudy, 
1977; Rojek et al., 1975) to weakly negative or nonsignificant (Ladewig & McCarm, 1980; 
White, 1985). Similar results are noted for relationships between age and community social 
resources, such as friends and trust of others (Barfield, 1997; Brown, Geertsen, & Kraimich, 
1989; Glynn, 1981; Goudy, 1977; 1990; White, 1985). 
Age has generally demonstrated weak to moderate relationships with measures of 
community satisfaction and attachment (Barfield, 1997; Buttel, Martinson, & Wilkening, 
1979; Glynn, 1981; Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974), although nonsignificant 
relationships have been found as well (Brown, 1993; Ladewig & McCann, 1980; White, 
1985). In general, positive regard for the community increases with age. Qualitative research 
has suggested increased feelings of commimity affect with age, particularly among the elderly 
for whom community attachment and identity serve adaptive fimctions (Rowles, 1983). 
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For adolescents and young adults, however, age may play a much more critical role in 
explaining community sentiment than adult studies have suggested, particularly when 
community resources are considered. Rural youth studies have indicated negative 
evaluations toward employment, recreational, social, and other dimensions of community life 
(Elder et al., 1995; Rieger et al., 1973; Rudkin et al., 1994). In addition, substantial 
proportions of rural youth move or plan to move from their home communities upon school 
completion (Elder et al., 1995; Krambach, 1985; Rieger et al., 1973; Rudkin et al., 1994; 
Seyfrit, 1986); outmigration rates are much greater among older adolescents and young adults 
than for any other period of the life span (Andrews & Sardo, 1964; Cromartie, 1993). 
Furthermore, the interest in remaining in one's home community has been found to decline 
significantly between the ages of 14 and 17 (Elder et al., 1995). 
Changes in the person-place relationship occur during life transitions, such as marriage, 
parenthood, starting a career, or retirement. As one's status or role shifts, the physical life 
space and how it is perceived is likely to change as well (Feldman, 1996; Hummon, 1992; 
Proshansky & Fabian, 1987; Rubinstein & Parmelee, 1992). How this affects adolescents 
and young adults is unclear. Leaving the home community as a way to establish oneself as an 
autonomous adult or to experiment with new adult roles has been suggested (Feldman, 1996; 
Gottesfeld & Mirsky, 1991; Rieger et al., 1973). At the same time, however, those evaluating 
local employment and other opportimities more positively are less likely to express desires to 
move (Elder et al., 1995; Rudkin et al., 1994). 
Evaluations of the community as a place to live when one is 25 to 30 years of age have 
been much more favorable than in late adolescence or early adulthood. By this age, many are 
established in jobs and have families of their own, resulting in a different set of needs and 
means of assessing the community (Krambach, 1985; Rieger et al., 1973). Return migration 
patterns suggest strong bonds of attachment may remain despite negative evaluations at 
younger ages (Cromartie, 1993; Rieger et al., 1973). 
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(ikndsi 
Gender has not been addressed to a great extent in aduh studies of community 
sentiment. When included as a variable in empirical studies, few significant findings have 
been noted (Brown et al., 1989; Goudy, 1977). Any effects have been small. 
However, gender differences in beliefs about community resources and community 
sentiment are suggested. Historically, the envirormient of boys and girls has differed, with 
boys integrated into educational, employment, and social systems of the community and girls 
limited to the home (Sebba, 1994). Girls continue to have smaller territorial play and 
recreational space throughout childhood and adolescence (Hart, 1979; van Vliet, 1983). 
Concerns also exist that communities are not physically designed to meet the needs of 
women who must combine work, childcare, and family responsibilities (Wekerle, 1988). 
The rural economy, based on male-oriented agriculture and other natural resource 
industries, provides fewer employment options for women (Dahlstrom, 1996; Gorham, 1992; 
Rudkin et al., 1994). Traditional gender pattems and a high valuation of male activities, such 
as hunting and fishing, suggest limited leisure and other opportunities for girls and young 
women (Dahlstrom, 1996). Furthermore, girls have expressed stronger migration intentions 
(Dahlstrom, 1996; Rieger et al., 1973; Seyfrit, 1986) and have had higher rates of actual 
outmigration (Dahlstrom, 1996; Rieger etal., 1973). 
[ncome and Socioeconomic Status 
As with age and gender, effects of income and socioeconomic status on evaluations of 
various community resources have been weak or nonsignificant (Goudy, 1977; 1990; 
Ladewig & McCann, 1980; Miller & Grader, 1979; Rojek et al., 1975; White, 1985). 
Findings are similar for their effects on community satisfaction and attachment (Buttel et al., 
1979; Goudy, 1977; 1990; Marans & Rogers, 1975; Ryan et al., 1997; White, 1985). Higher 
incomes have tended to relate to higher levels of commimity sentiment, although the findings 
have not been consistent. 
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Income can allow greater access to the resources of the community, such as with 
leisure, consumer goods, and housing (White, 1985). However, rural outniigration patterns 
of youth favor individuals from upper income and class backgrounds (Cromartie, 1993), 
suggesting greater dissatisfaction with community resources, and subsequently, lower levels 
of community satisfaction and attachment. Thus, an examination of income and 
socioeconomic status in a model of community sentiment for youth is warranted, particularly 
in light of the transformation to the free market economy and new social class differences in 
East Germany. While past ideology held farmers, laborers, and members of the working 
class in high regard, and subsequently granted them special privileges, this is no longer the 
case today (Ardagh, 1995). 
Length of Residence 
Consistent relationships of moderate strength have been found between length of 
residence and coimnunity attachment (Brown, 1993; Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & 
Janowitz, 1974; St. John, Austin, & Baba, 1986; White, 1985). Length of residence is 
believed to influence community attachment primarily through social relationships that 
develop in the community over time, a perspective known as the "systemic" model of 
community attachment. Friendship, kinship, associational, and other bonds with neighbors 
and residents are formed and strengthened over time, leading to feelings of attachment 
(Goudy, 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974). Without social connections, time alone is 
believed to have no impact (Gerson et al., 1977). 
However, Rivlin (1987) suggested that familiarity and repeated use of settings over 
time facilitates attachment; social and other affiliations within these settings enhance feelings 
of positive affect in addition to what develops over time. Furthermore, places take on special 
meaning when they are associated with significant life events or special occurrences; longer 
residence increases the likelihood of significant events occurring, and therefore, increased 
attachment (Rowles, 1983). This would propose an important role for community 
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employment, housing, and leisure resources, as well as social relationships, in explaining 
community attachment. 
When examined in the research, length of residence generally has been related to more 
positive evaluations of various community resources (e.g, housing, employment, recreation, 
education, and government services). Effects have been weak to moderate (Goudy, 1977; 
Rojek et al., 1975). Effects on social resource variables (e.g., friends and interpersonal 
relationships) have tended to be stronger (Brown et al., 1989; Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & 
Janowitz; 1974; Miller & Grader, 1979). In addition, weak to moderate relationships have 
been found between length of residence and community satisfaction, with longer residence 
associated with higher levels of satisfaction (Brown, 1993; Brown et al., 1989; Goudy, 1977). 
Stronger, and more consistent findings have been noted for community attachment, however 
(Goudy, 1977; White, 1985). 
Life Interests 
The conceptual model included two life interest variables. These were professional 
goals and interest in having a family of one's own. 
Professional Goals 
The empirical literature has not provided strong support for education in models of 
community sentiment. Higher levels of education generally have been associated with lower 
evaluations of community resources, attachment, and satisfaction, although relationships in 
some studies have been weak or nonsignificant (Brown et al., 1989; Buttel et al., 1979; 
Glynn, 1981; Goudy, 1977; Ladewig & McCann, 1980; Marans & Rogers, 1975; Miller & 
Grader, 1979; Rojek et al., 1975; Ryan et al., 1997; White, 1985). 
For older adolescents and young adults, however, the migration literature suggests that 
the role of educational and professional goals is important. Those with higher levels of 
academic achievement and plans to attend college consistently leave rural communities in 
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greater proportions than do youth with lower aspirations. Furthermore, many do not return 
upon completion of higher education (Cromartie, 1993). 
Employment opportunities have been associated most frequently with outmigration of 
higher educated youth. The nature of the rural economy provides insight into this. For 
example, agriculture and other natural resource-based occupations, as well as routine 
manufacturing, tend to be located in rural areas while professional, technical, and managerial 
jobs are centralized in urban areas. Furthermore, wages are lower in rural communities, and 
returns to higher education are lower (McGranahan, 1988). This suggests that youth with 
higher educational aspirations will express greater dissatisfaction with community resources, 
and possibly decreased overall satisfaction and attachment. Youth with lower aspirations, 
however, have not evaluated the rural economy as critically or expressed as strong of a desire 
to leave (Elder et al., 1995). Education in relation to other types of community resources for 
youth has not been addressed in the literature. 
Family Interest 
Interest in having a family of one's own is believed to relate positively to community 
sentiment. Rural areas have been viewed as better places to raise children due to perceptions 
of safer environments, less traffic, and greater interaction with family, neighbors, and other 
community members (Little & Austin, 1996; Valentine, 1997). Furthermore, youth with 
closer ties to family and relatives and a greater identification with their parents have been 
more likely to express interest in remaining in the community (Elder et al., 1995). Children 
facilitate ties to neighbors, schools, and other aspects of community life, possibly increasing 
levels of satisfaction and attachment (Gerson et al., 1977). 
Social Networks and Support 
Social involvements with family, friends, and organizations in the community are 
important to the development of community attachment (Cuba & Hummon, 1993). Those 
individuals who have larger social networks and a greater proportion of friends in the 
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community develop stronger attachments to these settings (Brown, 1993; Goudy, 1977; 1990; 
Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974; Ryan, et al., 1997) Systemic models of attachment discussed 
previously emphasize the importance of social networks, including their size and density, and 
community involvement in organizations and activities (Goudy, 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 
1974). To a lesser extent, social networks and organizational activities have been examined 
in relation to community satisfaction; positive relationships have been noted although to a 
smaller degree than with attachment (Barfield, 1997; Brown, 1993; Buttel et al., 1979; 
Goudy, 1977). 
Findings in regard to social networks and support emphasize the role of friendship and 
trust in explaining community sentiment, particularly attachment. The number or proportion 
of people known in the community and participation in community organizations have been 
associated with positive evaluations of social support resources in the community. These 
resources include feelings of bonding and trust with others, the ability to rely on others for 
assistance, and the development of community social capital (Barfield, 1997; Glynn, 1981; 
Goudy, 1977; Ryan et al., 1997). 
Community Characteristics 
In addition to the sociodemographic, life interest, and social network and support 
variables, the conceptual model of this study included the two community variables of 
population and regional economic status. 
Population 
The "linear development" model of community attachment, viewed as competing with 
the systemic model, proposes a link between population size and community attachment. As 
population size and density increase, such as in large urban areas, the ability to establish 
personal relationships with others becomes difficult, resulting in lower levels of attachment 
(Wirth, 1938). While greater support has been noted for the systemic model, some findings 
do support the linear development model. Population size has been found to be an important 
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predictor of community attacliment, with persons from smaller conmiunities expressing 
greater levels of attachment (Buttel et al., 1979; Wasserman, 1982). At the same time, 
smaller population size has been moderately associated with increased levels of community 
satisfaction (Buttel et al., 1979). 
Of interest in corrununity research have been comparisons between rural and urban 
areas and the relationship between community size and various outcome measures. For 
example, increased population size has been associated with perceptions of greater 
availability and quality of services (Warner & Burdge, 1979). Yet previous studies in the 
United States indicate that rural residents have expressed greater satisfaction with their 
communities as a whole (Marans & Rogers, 1975), as well as with interpersonal aspects of 
community life, such as family and friends, than have urban or suburban residents. However, 
economic conditions, such as jobs, housing, and income, have been evaluated more favorably 
by urban residents (Miller & Grader, 1979). 
Regional Economic Status 
Finally, the economic conditions of communities and regions can affect feelings of 
community sentiment and evaluations of resources. Growth is often considered beneficial as 
it expands economic and other opportunities for community residents (Freudenberg, 1984). 
Yet studies have indicated decreased levels of satisfaction with community services and 
conditions in areas of growth in comparison to predeveloping or post-developing areas 
(Murdock & Schriner, 1979). Overall community satisfaction is less as well. Rapid growth 
creates disruptions in local social structures and institutions, and it is related to the weakening 
of friendship networks and interpersonal relationships. Intentions to migrate increase, 
suggesting reduced feelings of community attachment (Brown et al., 1989). 
For youth experiencing the normal transitions of adolescent and young adult 
development, effects of community change may be even more disruptive than for adult 
populations (Freudenberg, 1984). Furthermore, even though conmiunities in rapid growth 
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areas produce more jobs, migration intentions of youth from rapid-growth and non-growth 
areas have not differed. Growth may decrease the attractiveness as a place to live, and the 
new jobs available may not fit with the interests of youth (Seyfiit, 1986). 
Summary 
hi summary, the literature suggests that a range of sociodemographic, life interest, 
social network and support, as well as community variables, affect beliefs about community 
resources and feelings of community sentiment among adults. Empirical research has 
indicated small effects due to age, gender, income, socioeconomic status, and education, 
while the effects of length of residence, social networks, and social support on community 
attachment have been consistently stronger. Community characteristics, such as population 
and economic development activities, also have been important in some studies. However, 
the manner in which these variables influence attachment and satisfaction often has been 
related to evaluations of resources in the community. 
The studies reviewed have been conducted on adult populations in the United States 
and other Western countries. The current employment, housing, leisure, and social support 
needs of adolescents and young adults in East Germany raise additional questions as to the 
factors that influence community sentiment. 
hicreasing age and female gender may relate to less favorable attitudes about 
community resources and community satisfaction while income, socioeconomic status, and 
length of residence are positively related; however, feelings of attachment may remain 
despite outmigration behavior and intentions, hi addition, future aspirations in terms of 
professional and family goals, as well as personal relationships and involvement with others, 
are likely to affect attitudes toward the community. Those v^ith lower aspirations, stronger 
family interests, and greater integration into social networks and activities are expected to 
view the community more favorably. 
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Previous research suggests that youth living in developing regions will express less 
satisfaction with the resources of their communities as well as less overall satisfaction and 
attachment. However, the possibility exists that the case of East Germany may produce 
different results due to the dramatic social and economic changes that have occurred since 
1990. New stores, restaurants, fitness clubs, businesses, roads and transportation services, 
and other developments have brought goods and services that were unknown in previous 
times. These changes may be welcomed by community residents. On the other hand, crime, 
construction, and general uncertainty may have a negative impact. Furthermore, larger 
population size is expected to relate to more positive evaluations of community resources and 
levels of satisfaction but lower levels of attachment. 
Community resources have been found to relate to feelings of community satisfaction. 
While not investigated fully in previous research, resources, particularly those that meet 
developmental needs, are expected to be positively related to community attachment as well. 
A review of the relevant literature indicates a number of shortcomings. First, 
inconsistent measurement and conceptual issues of the community resource and sentiment 
constructs have made a consistent body of findings difficult to obtain. Little research has 
been located that addresses community sentiment among youth or in non-English speaking 
countries. Furthermore, data analyses have tended to be heavily dependent upon correlation 
and regression techniques, with few studies using structural equation modeling that could 
provide greater insight into the relationships that affect conmiunity sentiment. 
Research Hypotheses 
The review of literature suggested that sociodemographic characteristics, life interests, 
social networks and support, community characteristics, and community resources are 
important in an examination of community sentiment. Based on the literature and the 
objectives of this study, the following hypotheses were proposed: 
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1. Evaluations of the adequacy of community resources and levels of community 
sentiment differ by gender. Males are expected to evaluate employment, housing, and leisure 
resources more positively and express higher levels of community attachment and 
satisfaction. 
2. Evaluations of the adequacy of community resources and levels of community 
sentiment differ by age. Younger respondents are expected to evaluate emplojonent, housing, 
and leisure resources more positively and express higher levels of community attachment and 
satisfaction than older respondents. 
3. Evaluations of the adequacy of community resources and levels of conmiunity 
sentiment differ by income. Higher income youth are expected to evaluate employment, 
housing, and leisure resources more positively and express higher levels of community 
attachment and satisfaction than lower income youth. 
4. Sociodemographic characteristics (i.e., younger age, male gender, higher monthly 
income, higher family socioeconomic status, and increased length of residence) positively 
influence community attachment and satisfaction indirectly through evaluations of the 
adequacy of community resources. 
5. Life interests (i.e., vocational goals and stronger family interests) positively 
influence community attachment and satisfaction indirectly through evaluations of the 
adequacy of community resources. 
6. Social networks and support (i.e., social networks, memberships in community 
organizations, and social support received from community residents) positively influence 
community attachment and satisfaction indirectly through evaluations of the adequacy of 
community resources. 
7. Community characteristics (i.e., smaller population size and nondeveloping 
economic status) positively influence community attachment indirectly through attitudes 
regarding the adequacy of community resources. In addition, community characteristics (i.e.. 
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larger population size and nondeveloping economic status) positively influence community 
satisfaction indirectly through evaluations of the adequacy of community resources. 
8. Evaluations of the adequacy of community resources positively influence 
community attachment and satisfaction directly and mediate the effects of sociodemographic, 
life interests, social networks and support, and community variables on community 
attachment and satisfaction. 
Along with the specific structural relationships, a structural equation model was 
hypothesized to fit the data. First, four alternative models were proposed, each incorporating 
a separate block of indicators. Information from these models was used to develop more 




This chapter focuses on the data and methods used in this study. First, the source of 
data, location of study, and method of data collection are discussed, followed by a description 
of the study sample and selected sample characteristics. Information regarding the construct 
measures and statistical analyses is provided as well. 
Source of Data 
The data for this study were obtained from Youth in Rural Brandenburg '96 (Jiigend in 
Idndlichen Regionen des Landes Brandenburg '96), a collaborative project of the Institute for 
Applied Research on Childhood, Youth, and the Family (Institut fur angewandte Familien-, 
Kindheits-, und Jugendforschung) at the University of Potsdam, Germany. The project 
consisted of two components: written surveys administered to youth between the ages of 13 
and 21 and semi-structured interviews with government and community leaders, educators, 
and youth workers. The purpose was to obtain information about the living conditions of 
rural youth in the state of Brandenburg, Germany, and to make recommendations for state 
and local planning efforts. 
This analysis utilized a portion of the survey data. Additional measures in the survey 
not considered in this study included leisure participation, family relationships, living 
arrangements, self-esteem, mobility, and attitudes toward school and work. Interview data 
focused primarily on local economic development, leisure activities for youth, and housing 
conditions. Interview data were not used in this study. 
Location of Study 
The state of Brandenburg is located in northeastern Germany. It surrounds, but does 
not include, the city of Berlin. In addition, it borders four other German states and Poland. It 
has a total population of approximately 2.5 million residents and consists of an area of 29,476 
square kilometers. Land use is primarily agricultural (50%) and forests (35%) 
(Landesumweltamt Brandenburg, 1995). 
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Seven rural regions {Amter) throughout Brandenburg were chosen by institute staff for 
inclusion in the study. These regions were: Fehrbellin, Karstadt, Lowenberg, Niederer 
Flaming, Oberkramer, Oranienburg-Land, and Prenzlau-Land. Selection was based upon 
geographic location, economic activity, and the permission of govenmiental authorities to 
conduct the study. Included were 90 towns and villages, along with smaller, unincorporated 
settlements, for a total population of approximately 53,270. Communities ranged in 
population from less than 100 to 3,796. 
Historical development of the regions can be traced to the thirteenth century. Dairy and 
crop farming, tourism, and small business enterprises are the main industries today. Since the 
1990 reunification of Germany, communities have experienced unemployment rates of 15% 
or more, low birth rates, and population change, as well as massive infrastructure 
improvements and economic restructuring (Tschurenev, Schmeck, & Bernhardt, 1996). 
Variations in development, however, are noted. The regions in close proximity to Berlin can 
be described as developing, while those in more remote areas are considered nondeveloping 
based upon population growth, economic activity, new housing construction, and regional 
development plans (D. Sturzbecher, personal communication, June 19, 1998). 
Data Collection 
Data were collected between June and August of 1996. Names and addresses of all 
residents ages 13 to 21 (M=6,142) were obtained from the local registration office 
(Einwohnermeldeamt) in each region. With the exception of those who could not be located, 
each youth in the selected region was asked to participate in the study. Survey packets were 
distributed at schools and youth clubs, through local govenunent mail service where 
available, and in person by govenunent staff, institute staff, and youth volunteers in June 
1996. Approximately 5,500 surveys were distributed. 
Packets included a letter stating the purpose of the study and instructions for 
completion, a parental consent form for youth under age 18, and a self-addressed stamped 
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envelope in which to return the questionnaire to the institute. The institute awarded 50 prizes 
ranging from 30 to 500 German Marks (approximately $20 to $335) as an incentive to 
increase response rates. For this purpose, it was necessary to obtain each respondent's name, 
address, and bank account number. Participants were given the option to return the 
additional form with the questionnaire or send it to institute staff at a separate address. 
Media publicity about the study was used in several local newspapers to generate interest. 
No additional follow-up activities were conducted. All materials in the survey packet 
includmg the questionnaire were written in German (see Appendices A and B). 
Study Sample 
A total of 518 individuals between the ages of 13 and 21 returned completed surveys to 
the institute, for a response rate of approximately 9.4%. To focus on older adolescents and 
young adults, only those age 15 to 21 were included in this analysis, resulting in a sample size 
of 406. It should be noted, however, that the specific response rate was difficult to estimate 
due to the nature of data collection, hi cases where surveys were distributed in a variety of 
ways by youth volunteers and government workers, or placed in mailboxes by institute staff, 
it was uncertain to what extent youth actually received the surveys to complete and retum. 
Youth studies in which data were collected in more controlled settings, e.g., through 
surveys administered in classrooms or personal interviews, have reported participation rates 
ranging from 77% to 91% (Oswald & Krappmann, 1995; Schulenberg, Bachman, Johnston, 
& O'Malley, 1995). In this study, a high response rate was not expected since data were 
collected through written surveys returned by mail and monetary compensation was not 
provided to all participants (Schubert, 1997). The goal for the study was 1000 respondents. 
Sample Characteristics 
Ranges, means, and standard deviations for selected sample characteristics are 
presented in Table I. For the sample, the average age was 17.33 years (S12 = 1.76). 
Available income and spending money averaged 363 German Marks (DM) or approximately 
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Table 1. Ranges, means, and standard deviations for selected sample characteristics 
Variable Range M sn 
Age 15 - 21 years 17.33 1.76 
Monthly income 3-2,100 DM^ 362.98 404.28 
Social networks 
(known persons in community) 
0-231 24.71 25.54 
Social support received 
(support received from 
community members) 
4- 16 11.41 2.92 
Length of residence 0-21 years  13.63 6.06 
Population 74 - 3,796 1,126.46 1,103.12 
^Income reported in German Marks (DM). 
$243 per month (SD = 404.28 DM or $271). Respondents indicated knowing an average of 
25 (SD 25.54) persons in their communities (i.e., parents, siblings, close relatives, friends, 
neighbors, and others), as well as receiving relatively high levels of social support from them 
during the past year. Communities in the study ranged in size from 74 to 3,796 residents with 
an average population of 1,126 (SD = 1, 103.12). Average length of residence in the 
communities was 13.63 years fSD = 6.06). 
Table 2 presents the frequency distributions for selected sample characteristics. 
Approximately two-thirds of the respondents (64%) were female and one-third (36%) were 
male. Almost all were single (96%) and did not have children (98%). The majority 
(85%) were in education and training programs, with the remainder in employment or 
looking for work, civil or military service, or other activities. Of the sample, one-half 
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Table 2. Frequency distributions for selected sample characteristics 
Variable M Percentage^ 
Gender 
Males 145 35.7 
Females 260 64.0 
No gender reported 1 0.2 
Total 406 99.9 
Professional goals 
Vocational 200 49.3 
Academic 138 34.0 
No goals provided 68 16.7 
Total 406 100.0 
Family Interest 
Important or very important 326 80.3 
Slightly or not important 72 17.7 
No information provided 8 2.0 
Total 406 100.0 
^ Percentages may not add up 
to 100.0 due to rounding. (table continues^ 
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Table 2 (continued) 
Variable 
Community organizational memberships 
None 
One or more 
Total 
Regional economic status 
Nondeveloping regions 
Developing regions 










(49%) indicated interest in a vocational program of study, while one-third (34%) planned to 
pursue an academic degree. The respondents also expressed a strong family interest, with 
80% indicating it was important or very important to have a family of their own. In addition, 
almost one-quarter (23%) indicated membership in community organizations such as fire 
departments, sport teams, music groups, and youth clubs. Slightly fewer youth came from 
economically developing areas (43%) than from nondeveloping areas. 
Family socioeconomic status was measured by educational level and employment 
status of respondents' mothers and fathers. Over 40% of mothers and 30% of fathers had 
obtained an academic degree. The majority of mothers (71%) and fathers (78%) were 
employed or self-employed (see Table 3). 
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Table 3. Parental educational level and employment status 
Mothers 
M Percentage M Percentage^ 
Level of education 
Basic vocational training or less 199 49.0 181 44.6 
Advanced vocational training 13 3.2 58 14.3 
Academic degree 164 40.4 125 30.8 
No information provided 30 7.4 42 10.3 
Total 406 100.0 406 100.0 
Employment Status 
Employed or self-employed 288 70.9 316 77.8 
Unemployed or in goverrunent 
work program 84 20.7 43 10.6 
Retired or housewife/husband 25 6.2 16 3.9 
No information provided 9 2.2 31 7.6 
Total 406 100.0 406 99.9 
^ Percentages may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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Representativeness of Sample 
The low response rate raised concerns about the sample's representativeness of the 
general youth population of the seven regions of this study or other areas of Brandenburg. 
Therefore, comparisons were made with demographic and other data when available. For 
example, in the East German states, the proportion of males between the ages of 14 and 21 
(51%) is slightly greater than the proportion of females (49%) (Bundesministerium ftir 
Frauen und Jugend, 1994). Population information from the local registration offices for 
residents of all ages indicated approximately equal percentages of males and females. 
However, the study sample consisted of a disproportionate number (64%) of female 
responses. In addition, information on parental education suggested respondents came from 
highly-educated households. Under the former government, access to university education 
was restricted to less than 15% of each age cohort (de Rudder, 1993). However, for this 
sample, much larger percentages of parents were reported to have obtained an academic 
degree. 
Other indicators suggest a greater degree of representativeness. With average age of 
first marriage at 24.5 for women and 26.6 for men, and less than 6% of all births to mothers 
under the age of 20 in East Germany (Mau, 1994), an almost exclusively single and childless 
sample was not surprising. Although almost 17% of youth did not indicate their professional 
goals, the proportion of respondents expressing interest in an academic degree was 34%, 
closely reflecting the overall German youth population (Hurrelmann & Settertobulte, 1994). 
On measures of parental work status, mothers were reported to be unemployed or in 
government-supported work programs at higher rates than fathers (20.7% vs. 10.6%, 
respectively). This is consistent with current conditions in East Germany in which women 
have been disproportionately affected by job loss after reunification (Bertram, 1995; 
Landesumwelt Brandenburg, 1995; Land Brandenburg Ministerium fur Bildung, Jugend und 
Sport, 1994). Furthermore, these figures closely correspond to official unemployment figures 
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for the state of Brandenburg (Landesumweltamt Brandenburg, 1995; 
Sozialwissenscfaaflliches Forschungszentrum Berlin-Brandenburg, 1996) and the specific 
regions of the study (Tschurenev et al., 1996). 
Finally, 80% of respondents indicated having a family of their own was important or 
very important. This is consistent with other studies that have indicated a strong family 
interest among East German youth (Bundesministerium fiir Frauen und Jugend, 1994; Kruse 
& Schmitt, 1995). 
Measures for Constructs in the Conceptual Model 
This study utilized a number of measures to assess the exogeneous, community 
resource, and community sentiment variables of this study. A description of the measures is 
provided in the following sections. Items obtained from American or other English-language 
sources or specifically developed for this study were translated into German with the 
assistance of several bilingual institute staff (see Appendices A and B). 
Exogeneous Construct Measures 
The conceptual model included 12 exogeneous constructs. Sociodemographic 
characteristics consisted of age, gender, monthly income, family socioeconomic status, and 
length of residence. Life interest variables were professional goals and interest in having a 
family of one's own. Social network and support variables consisted of social networks, 
organizational memberships, and social support received from others in the community. 
Finally, community variables included population size and regional economic status. 
Sociodemographic characteristics. Several measures were used to obtain 
sociodemographic information. These measures were developed by researchers at the 
institute. 
Age was obtained by asking how old respondents were. Gender was coded male = 0 
and female = 1. Monthly income in German Marks was determined by requesting the 
average monthly amount of net income and spending money. 
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Several indicators were combined to measure family socioeconomic status: parents' 
educational level, mother's work status, and father's work status. First, respondents were 
asked the highest educational level for both their mothers and their fathers: vocational 
training {Facharbeiterabschlufi) = 1, advanced vocational training (Meisterabschlufi) = 2 and 
academic degree {Fachhochschul- or Hochschulabschlufi) = 3. Due to a high correlation 
between the two scores (r = .48), the average of mother's and father's educational levels was 
computed into a new variable. The other two measures indicated employment status for 
mothers and for fathers: employed, self-employed, working in a govenunent-sponsored 
position, unemployed, retired, or housewife/househusband. These were dichotomized to be: 
nonworking (government-sponsored position, unemployed, retired, or 
housewife/househusband) = 0 and working (employed or self-employed) = 1. The three 
variables were combined into an index ranging from 1 to 5 with higher scores reflecting a 
higher level of socioeconomic status. 
One item was used to measure length of residence in the community. Respondents 
were asked how long they had lived in the community. The response was "since 19 This 
number was subtracted from 1996, the year the data were collected, to obtain a number in 
years. 
Life interests. Two indicators were used to reflect the life interests of youth: 
professional goals and family interest. Professional goals were determined by using the 
highest level of achievement for respondents who had completed an educational or training 
program (6%) and highest professional goal desired for those who had not (91%). For those 
who had completed a training program, responses were: basic vocational training 
{abgeschlossene Lehre), vocational training {Berufsfachschulabschlufi), advanced vocational 
training {Meisterabschlufi), or an academic degree {Fachhochschul- or Hochschulabschlufi). 
For those who had not finished training, responses were: vocational training {Berufsabschlufi 
or Berufsfachschulabschlufi), advanced vocational training {Meisterabschlufi), or an 
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academic degree {Fachhochschul- or HochschulabschluJS). The responses were divided into 
vocational goals (basic, vocational, and advanced vocational training) = 0 and academic goals 
(academic degree) = 1. These questions were developed by institute researchers or adapted 
from standardized demographic instruments (Institute for Applied Research on Childhood, 
Youth, and the Family, 1996). 
Family interest was determined using a single item from the World Orientation scale 
(Sturzbecher, Dietrich, & Kohlstruck, 1994), regarding the importance of having a family of 
one's own. Responses were scored and receded as not at all important = 1, not very 
important = 2, important = 3, and very important = 4. 
Social networks and support. Three social network and support variables were 
incorporated into the conceptual model: social networks, organizational memberships, and 
social support received. Social networks were computed by summing responses to four 
questions about the nimiber of people known in the community: immediate family members 
(parents, stepparents, siblings, mother- and father-in-law), relatives (aunts, uncles, cousins, 
in-laws), close friends, and others (co-workers and neighbors). These questions were adapted 
and translated from American and British community studies (Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda 
& Janowitz, 1974; Iowa State University Department of Sociology, 1994). 
Organizational memberships were determined by first asking respondents to name any 
clubs they belonged to and then to indicate if these clubs were in their community. These 
questions were adapted from previous German youth studies (Institute for Applied Research 
on Childhood, Youth, and the Family, 1996). The responses were dichotomized as: no 
memberships in community organizations = 0 and one or more memberships in community 
organizations = 1. 
One indicator of social support received was used. It was calculated by summing 
responses to four questions regarding support received from others in the community. 
Participants were asked how oflen people in the community (including parents, grandparents. 
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and siblings) helped them in the past year with school or work problems, romance problems, 
money, and getting through difficult times. Responses for each item consisted of never = I, 
seldom = 2, sometimes = 3, and often = 4 for a total possible score between 4 and 16. These 
items were adapted from German social support measures developed by Bliesener (1991) and 
Grabe(1991). 
Community characteristics. Two measures were utilized to represent community 
characteristics: population size and regional economic status. Community-level population 
data for 1995 or 1996, depending on availability, were obtained from each regional 
registration office (Eimvohmrmeldeamt). Economic status of each region was determined by 
institute staff and based upon population growth, economic activity, new housing 
construction, and regional development plans (D. Sturzbecher, personal communication, 
June 19, 1998). Regions were dichotomized as nondeveloping = 0 or developing = 1. The 
regions Karstadt, Lowenberg, Niederer Flaming, and Prenzlau-Land were classified as 
nondeveloping; Fehrbellin, Oberkramer, and Oranienburg-Land were classified as 
developing. 
Communitv Resource Measures 
Four types of community resources were examined: employment, housing, leisure, and 
social support. In the conceptual model, four latent variables with multiple indicators were 
used to assess the adequacy of these resources. 
For employment, housing, and leisure resources, a total of 20 items were developed 
based primarily upon ideas in Hurrelmann and Engel (1989) and Hendry (1983; 1989) to 
reflect the needs and interests of older adolescents and young adults. Responses were scored 
on four-point Likert-type scales ranging from strongly agree to disagree (strongly agree, 
somewhat agree, slightly agree, disagree). For each type of resource, items were recoded so 
that higher scores indicated more positive attitudes toward community resources. 
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Because these items were not part of a standardized instrument, confirmatory factor 
analysis using LISREL 8.14 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996a) was utilized to help establish 
validity of the measures (Pedhazur & Schmelkin, 1991). After several items were deleted, an 
acceptable model fit was obtained based on several goodness-of-fit indices (Bollen &. Long, 
1992). The three items with the strongest factor loadings for each particular construct were 
selected for use in the structural analysis. Inclusion of all items would have resulted in a 
large number of parameters to be estimated (i.e., factor loadings and error terms) and 
subsequent sample size concerns. While no minimum sample size for LISREL has been 
determined, an adequate ratio of cases to parameter estimates is recommended for accurate 
model results (Bentler & Chao, 1988; Pedhazur 8l Schmelkin, 1991; Tanaka, 1987). 
Therefore, to reduce the number of parameter estimates in the model while still allowing for 
model identification (Bollen, 1989), three indicators were used. In addition, the three items 
were summed to form an index for examining mean ratings for each resource and for other 
descriptive purposes. 
Employment resources. The first dimension of community resources concerned 
employment. The following indicators were used: "I think it will be very difficult to find a 
position in my dream job here," ''In general, the pay in this community is too low," and "I 
have little hope of career advancement in my community." Cronbach's alpha reliability score 
for this dimension was 0.60. 
Housing resources. The indicators that measured attitudes about housing resources for 
older adolescents and young adults were: "Landlords in my community do not want to rent 
to young people," "The rental housing available here is in poor condition," and "The only 
way to find housing in my community is by knowing the right people." Cronbach's alpha for 
this scale was 0.60. 
Leisure resources. For assessment of leisure resources, the following indicators were 
used: "My community encourages young people to become involved in community activities 
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(clubs, festivals, associations)," "There are plenty of things to do in my free time here," and 
"In my community are enough bars, restaurants, discos, and youth clubs where a person can 
go." For this measure, Cronbach's alpha was 0.58. 
Social support resources. The items for this scale were obtained from the 
Neighborhood Sense of Community Scale, a measure previously tested on adult and 
college-age populations. Kuder-Richardson and Cronbach's alpha reliability estimates 
ranged from 0.87 to 0.97 (Glynn, 1981; Nasar & Julian, 1995). As with the other resource 
constructs in the study, the three highest-loading items from confirmatory factor analysis 
procedures were selected for the analysis. The items consisted of the following: "If I feel 
like talking, I can generally find someone in this community to talk to right away," "If I am 
upset about something personal, there is no one in this community to whom I can turn," and 
"There are people in this community other than my family who really care about me." 
Responses were scored on a five-point Likert-type scale ranging from strongly agree to 
strongly disagree (strongly agree, agree, not sure, disagree, strongly disagree). The items 
were recoded so that higher scores reflected more positive attitudes toward social support 
resources, as well as summed to form an index. Cronbach's alpha reliability score was 0.71. 
Community Sentiment Measures 
Finally, feelings of community sentiment (i.e., community attachment and community 
satisfaction) were examined. In the conceptual model, two latent variables with multiple 
indicators were included. Respondents completed a total of 19 community sentiment items 
adapted from British and American community studies (Goudy, 1977; Kasarda & Janowitz, 
1974; White, 1985) and developed specifically for the study. Cronbach's alpha reliability 
estimates of the attachment and satisfaction scales in the previous studies ranged from 0.66 to 
0.79. 
Responses were scored on four- or five-point Likert-type scales. For both attachment 
and satisfaction, items were recoded so that higher scores reflected more positive attitudes 
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toward the community. As with community resources, confirmatory factor analysis was used 
to help establish validity of the constructs and to determine the three indicators that loaded 
the highest for each particular construct. The three items were summed to form an index. 
Cronbach's alpha coefficients were 0.76 for attachment and 0.54 for satisfaction, 
respectively. 
Community attachment. One item was adapted and translated fi-om previous research 
(Goudy, 1977; 1990; Iowa State University Department of Sociology, 1994; Kasarda & 
Janowitz, 1974; White, 1985): "Suppose that for some reason you had to move away from 
your community. How sorry or pleased would you be to leave?" Responses were scored and 
receded as follows: very pleased = 1; somewhat pleased = 2; it wouldn't make any difference 
= 3; somewhat sorry = 4; and very sorry = 5. Two additional items were developed for the 
study based on Hummon (1992): "I feel comfortable identifying myself as a member of this 
community," and "My community is an important part of my history." Responses were 
scored and recoded as: strongly disagree = I; disagree = 2, not sure = 3, agree = 4, and 
strongly agree = 5. 
Community satisfaction. Two items were adapted from Goudy (1977) and White 
(1985): "The future of my community looks bright," and "Over the past few years my 
community has become a much better place to live." The third item was developed for the 
study: "This community is a good place for young people like myself." The items were 
scored and recoded as: strongly disagree = I, disagree = 2, not sure = 3, agree = 4, and 
strongly agree = 5. 
Measure Reliability 
To estimate the reliability of the observed measures used in this study, Cronbach's 
alpha coefficients were computed for each of the community resource and sentiment indices. 
They ranged from 0.54 to 0.76 (see Table 4). 
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Table 4. Reliability estimates for observed measures 
Measure Cronbach's alpha 
Employment resources .60 
Housing resources .60 
Leisure resources .58 
Social support resources .71 
Community attachment .76 
Conmiunity satisfaction .54 
Data Analyses 
This study utilized descriptive analyses and structural equation modeling to examine 
community sentiment among youth. As well as assessing feelings of community sentiment, a 
number of model variations were tested and compared to determine the best-fitting model, 
explained variance, and relationships among the variables. 
Descriptive Analyses 
Means and standard deviations were used to determine the degree of community 
attachment and community satisfaction expressed by the youth of this study. In addition, 
their evaluations of the adequacy of employment, housing, leisure, and social support 
resources in their communities were examined. I-tests were used to identify any differences 
in mean scores based upon gender, age, and income. 
Structural Equation Modeling 
The analyses were conducted using LISREL 8.14 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996a). With 
this program, direct and indirect effects of exogeneous and mediating variables on the 
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outcome variables could be tested. In addition, the program allowed for the inclusion of 
latent variable measures with multiple indicators into the model. It also enabled 
measurement error to be incorporated, thereby allowing for more accurate regression 
coefficients to be computed (Bollen, 1989; Bollen & Long, 1992; Joreskog & Sorbom, 
1996a). 
The study utilized model testing and modeling building processes. Model testing 
allowed for the acceptance or rejection of specific models. The goal of model building, 
however, was to find a model that fit the data well and included parameters that were 
substantively meaningful. Here, models were tested and modified using the same data in 
order to develop the most appropriate model (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993). 
Model testing. Because no models of community sentiment for youth had been 
developed, several variations of the conceptual model were examined for model fit and 
explained variance in the community resource, attachment, and satisfaction variables. Four 
models using different blocks of exogeneous variables were evaluated. Model I 
(sociodemographic model) included only the exogeneous variables of age, gender, monthly 
income, family socioeconomic status, and length of residence. Model 2 (life interests model) 
included only professional goals and family interest. Model 3 (social networks and support 
model) included social networks, organizational memberships, and social support received in 
the community. Additionally, model 4 (community model) included only population and 
regional economic status. 
For each variation, the measurement model was tested to assess how well the observed 
indicators measured the latent constructs. For example, how well did evaluations of housing 
accessibility and quality measure the latent construct of housing resources? The Chi-square 
statistic, Chi-square/degrees of freedom (x~/df) ratio, goodness-of-fit (GFI) and adjusted 
goodness-of-fit (AGFI) indices, and factor loadings were used for evaluation purposes. The 
next step was to test the relationships within each of the four structural models. In these 
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models, the exogeneous variables were allowed to predict community attachment and 
satisfaction directly as well as indirectly through community resources. The Chi-square 
statistic, ratio, goodness-of-fit indices, completely standardized regression coefficients, 
t-values, and R- were used to evaluate the models and determine significant variables. 
Model building. Based on the results of these analyses, a revised model was developed 
in which only those exogeneous variables that demonstrated significance at the p < .05 level 
in any of the four specific versions were included. Nested model comparisons with null, fiilly 
recursive, and parsimonious versions were utilized to determine the best-fitting model. 
The strength of relationships in the models was examined to determine the manner and 
extent to which community attachment and satisfaction were explained by community 
resource and other variables. Completely standardized regression coefficients, t-values, and 
R- were used to evaluate the models and determine significant variables. Effects of the 
best-fitting structural model were decomposed into direct, indirect, and total effects to 
examine the effects of one variable on another. Mediating effects of the community resource 
variables were also examined. 
Missing Data 
The percent of missing data for the variables in this study ranged from 0 to almost 25%. 
For several variables where this percent was large or otherwise problematic, efforts were 
made to handle the missing data in a responsible maimer. These included social networks, 
social support received, population, and professional goals. 
Social networks were computed by adding the responses to four questions about how 
many people the respondent knew well in the community (i.e., family, close relatives, fiiends, 
and others) for a total score. If any of the four questions were left unanswered, the total score 
would also be missing. Due to skewness of the responses, sample median scores were used 
to replace any of the missing values for the four items. Mean scores were 25.04 (SD = 26.17) 
before substitution and 24.71 after (SD = 25.53). 
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Social support received was computed by adding the responses to questions regarding 
the extent people in the community had helped them over the past year in four types of 
situations (school and work problems, romance problems, needing money, and getting 
through difficult times). Here, the average of the respondent's completed items were used as 
substitutes for any missing values. For example, if a score of "3" was given for three of the 
four items, the missing fourth item was given a "3." In contrast to the method used for social 
networks, this way was chosen due to the likelihood of similar responses for each of the four 
questions. Mean scores were 11.50 (SD = 2.82) before substitution and 11.41 after (SH = 
2.92). 
For small settlements where population data were unavailable (approximately 11% of 
cases), a population figure of 100 was given based upon the sizes of incorporated and 
unincorporated communities. Mean community sizes were 1191.28 (SD = 1105.90) before 
substitution and 1126.46 after (SD = 1103.12). 
Finally, approximately 25% of respondents did not indicate professional goals. For 
these cases, additional survey questions on education and career (i.e., type of school, specific 
occupational goals) were analyzed to make a decision regarding the missing data. However, 
even with this information, almost 17% of professional goals remained missing. I-tests 
indicated that those who did not report their goals tended to be younger and have lower 
monthly incomes and available spending money. No mean differences were noted for the 
community resource and sentiment variables. 
The proportion of missing cases for all other variables ranged fi-om 0 to 9.6%. No 
action was taken. Because listwise deletion procedures were used to compute correlation and 
covariance matrices necessary for structural equation modeling, the sample size in the various 
analyses was reduced considerably from the total sample size of 406 to between 252 and 329. 
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CHAPTER 4. RESULTS 
In this chapter, the results of the data analyses are reported. First, descriptive 
information is provided regarding the community resource and community sentiment 
variables. Selected correlations among the variables in the conceptual model are highlighted, 
followed by the findings of the structural equation modeling analyses. Finally, the direct, 
indirect, and total effects of the independent and mediating variables on the conmiunity 
sentiment variables are presented. 
Descriptive Analyses 
Attitudes toward commimity resources were assessed in four dimensions: 
employment, housing, leisure, and social support. Overall, the adolescents and young adults 
expressed highly unfavorable attitudes toward the employment and leisure resources of their 
communities, while housing and social support were viewed more positively. Social support 
received the highest evaluations. The youth expressed relatively high levels of attachment to 
their communities. Satisfaction levels were in a lower, below-average range. The ranges, 
means and standard deviations are presented in Table 5. 
I-tests were used to assess differences in community resource and sentiment scores 
based upon gender, age, and income. Females reported significantly less favorable attitudes 
toward employment and leisure resources, as well as toward community satisfaction, than did 
males (see Table 6). No differences at the p < .05 level were found between younger (age 15 
to 17) and older (age 18 to 21) groups or between those with lower (under 500 German 
Marks per month) and higher (500 German Marks or more) incomes (see Tables 7 and 8). 
Correlational Findings 
Using listwise deletion procedures, Pearson product moment correlation coefficients 
were computed for the constructs in the study (see Table 9). Among the exogeneous 
variables, most correlations were nonsignificant or weak. Moderate, positive relationships 
were found between gender (female) and family interest, t(226) = .23, p < .001; gender 
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Table 5. Ranges, means, and standard deviations of community resource and sentiment 
variables 
Variable K Range M sn 
Employment resources 367 3- 12 4.58 1.72 
Housing resources 384 3- 12 7.98 2.12 
Leisure resources 393 3- 12 5.18 1.87 
Social support resources 396 3 - 1 5  9.97 2.87 
Community attachment 397 3 - 1 5  10.68 2.75 
Community satisfaction 398 3- 15 7.83 2.05 
Table 6. I-tests of gender and community resource and sentiment variables 
Variable^ Mean t-value 
Mak Female 
Employment resources 4.90 4.40 2.69* 
Housing resources 7.91 8.04 -0.62 
Leisure resources 5.54 4.98 2.82* 
Social support resources 9.83 10.04 -0.71 
Community attachment 10.92 10.53 1.35 
Community satisfaction 8.18 7.65 2.49* 
^ M ranged from 366 to 397. *41 < .05 
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Table 7. I-tests of age and community resource and sentiment variables 
Variable^ Mean t-value 
Ag£ 
15-17 18-21 
Employment resources 4.59 4.55 0.23 
Housing resources 8.08 7.87 0.95 
Leisure resources 5.24 5.11 0.66 
Social support resources 10.09 9.85 0.81 
Conmiunity attachment 10.60 10.75 -0.57 
Community satisfaction 7.87 7.78 0.41 
^ K ranged from 367 to 398. 
(female) and social support received, t(226) = .23, i2< .001; family socioeconomic status and 
professional goals (academic), i(226) = .32, ii< .001; family socioeconomic status and 
regional economic status (developing), r(226) = .27, ii< .001; length of residence and social 
networks, i(226) = .20, p < .01; and population and regional economic status (developing), 
r(226) = .23, p < .001. Monthly income and professional goals (academic) were negatively 
correlated at r(226) = -.26, {i < .001. A much stronger correlation existed between age and 
monthly income, t(226) = .55, p < .001. Age and length of residence were positively 
correlated at r(226) = .19, p<.01. 
Among the community resource variables, most correlations were nonsignificant. Only 
leisure and social support resources were significantly correlated at r(226) = .20, p < .01. 
However, moderate relationships were found between the various resource and sentiment 
constructs in this study, particularly between resources and community satisfaction. All four 
resource variables were positively correlated with community satisfaction with correlations 
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Table 8. I-tests of income and community resource and sentiment variables 
Variable^ Mean t-value 
Income'' 
Under 500 DM 
500 DM or more 
Employment resources 4.53 4.69 -0.79 
Housing resources 8.09 7.77 1.32 
Leisure resources 5.08 5.34 -1.20 
Social support resources 9.98 9.77 0.64 
Community attachment 10.66 10.47 0.60 
Community satisfaction 7.79 7.92 -0.56 
^ M ranged from 336 to 363. 
^ Income reported in German Marks (DM) per month. 500 DM is approximately $335. 
ranging from t(226) = .20, p< .01 (employment) to t(226) = .38, p< .001 (leisure). Social 
support resources was significantly correlated with community attachment, t(226) = .41, 
p < .001. In addition, community attachment and satisfaction were positively correlated at 
1(226) = .36, p<.001. 
Finally, most correlations between exogeneous and endogeneous variables were 
nonsignificant or weak. The social network and support variables generally demonstrated 
stronger relationships with the resource and sentiment variables than did the other 
exogeneous variables. Moderate, positive correlations were found between social networks 
and social support resources, t(226) = .26, p< .001; social support received and social 
support resources, t(226) = .35, p < .001; and organizational memberships (memberships in 
community clubs) and leisure resources, r(226) = .32, p < .001. Length of residence was 
Table 9. Pearson Product Moment Correlation Matrix 
Variable (N=226) 1 23456 7 89 
I Age 1.00 
2 Gender -.15* 1.00 
3 Monthly income 55*** -.12 1.00 
4 Family SES .00 -.08 .00 1.00 
5 Length of residence J 9** .10 .05 -.06 1.00 
6 Professional goals -.12 .02 - 26*** 32*** -.04 1.00 
7 Family interest -.10 23*** -.04 -.04 -.06 -.04 1.00 
8 Social networks .06 -.03 .09 -.11 .20** -.10 .04 1.00 
9 Memberships -.07 -.17* -.02 .06 -.02 -.02 .09 .06 1.00 
10 Support received .03 23*** -.03 .02 .07 -.03 .13* .09 -.06 
11 Population .01 -.06 -.02 .11 .08 .00 .00 -.03 .16* 
12 Economic status .15* -.18** .10 27*** -.11 .17** -.16* .04 .04 
13 Employment .04 -.08 .10 .14* 
o
 r .12 -.02 .05 .11 
14 Housing -.06 .11 .04 .10 .05 .08 -.05 .01 -.01 
15 Leisure .02 -.07 .03 .03 .04 - 19** .06 .08 32*** 
16 Social support -.11 .18** -.05 -.01 .13 -.09 .10 26*** .12 
17 Attachment .00 .01 -.06 .04 34*** -.09 jy** 29*** .11 
18 Satisfaction .04 -.12 .07 .17* .04 -.10 .09 26*** .14* 
M 17.33 .64 362.98 3.39 13.63 .41 3.30 24.71 .23 
SD 1.76 .48 404.28 1.14 6.06 .49 .86 25.54 .42 
*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001 
Table 9. (continued) 
Variable 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
10 Support received 1.00 
11 Population -.04 1.00 
12 Economic status -.03 23*** 1.00 
13 Employment -.15* -.03 .14* 1.00 
14 Housing -.02 -.07 -.03 .05 1.00 
15 Leisure .03 .10 -.04 .13 .09 1.00 
16 Social support 25*** -.01 -.01 .01 .12 .20** 1.00 
17 Attachment .12 -.05 -.07 .02 .08 .12 4 J *** 
18 Satisfaction .06 .14* .14* .20** 22** 38*** 33*** 
M 11.41 1126.46 .46 4.58 7.98 5.18 9.97 10.68 7.83 
Sn 2.92 1103.12 .50 1.72 2.12 1.87 2.87 2.75 2.05 
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moderately correlated with community attachment, 1(226) = .34, p < .001; social networks 
was correlated with both attachment, r(226) = .29, p < .001, and satisfaction, i(226) = .26, 
Il<.001.  
Structural Equation Modeling Analyses 
In preparation for the structural equation modeling analyses, logarithmic tranformations 
were performed on the monthly income, social network, and population variables due to a 
large degree of skewness within these variables. However, results did not indicate any 
substantial differences between models with and without transformed variables. Therefore, 
all variables remained nontransformed. 
In addition, three of the community resource indicators were changed from continuous 
to dichotomous variables due to skewness. For example, almost 85% of respondents 
indicated that they agreed or strongly agreed that it would be difficult to find an employment 
position in their communities. Because these indicators were included as endogeneous latent 
constructs in the conceptual model, they were dichotomized rather than modified through 
logarithmic transformations. PRELIS 2 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1996b) was used to derive the 
polychoric correlation matrix for the data analysis, and the weighted least squares (WLS) 
procedure was used to obtain parameter estimates. Results suggested that WLS did not work 
well for the data; therefore, this approach was abandoned. All endogenous variables were left 
as continuous, and the maximum likelihood procedure was used. 
Model Testing 
To gain a greater understanding of community sentiment, four separate structural 
models were analyzed (sociodemographic, life interests, social networks and support, and 
community) before examining the conceptual model. The first step in evaluating these 
models was to test the measurement model for each to estimate how well the 18 observed 
indicators measured the six latent constructs, followed by the structural model. 
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Testing the measurement models. The measurement model results are presented in 
Table 10. For the sociodemographic model, completely standardardized factor loadings for 
the observed indicators ranged from 0.37 to 0.86, and t-values for all of the factor loadings 
were significant at the p < .05 level. The amount of unique validity variance (i.e., the 
explained variance in the measure uniquely attributed to the latent construct) ranged from 
0.14 to 0.74. The factor loadings, t-values, and unique validity variance estimates indicated 
that the measures used were adequate. 
For the remaining three models (life interests, social networks and support, and 
community characteristics), the measurement model findings were not considerably different 
from the sociodemographic model. In these models, the factor loadings ranged from 0.30 to 
1.10 (one Heywood case), with all being significant at the < .05 level. Unique validity 
variance estimates ranged from 0.09 to 1.00. Results were not substantially different when 
the factor loading for the Heywood case was set to 1.00 (see Table 10). 
Each of the four measurement models was evaluated using several criteria: Chi-square 
statistic, x~/df ratio, and goodness-of-fit and adjusted goodness-of-fit indices. The 
Chi-square value for the sociodemographic model was significant, x~ (180, N=283) = 319.31, 
p < .001, with a x~/df ratio of 1.77. The goodness-of-fit index was 0.91 and the adjusted 
goodness-of-fit index was 0.86, indicating acceptable fit to the data. Similar results were 
found for the life interests, social networks and support, and community characteristics 
models. The ratio ranged from 1.77 to 2.01; goodness-of-fit indices ranged from 0.91 
to 0.93; and adjusted goodness-of-fit indices ranged from 0.87 to 0.89. 
Testing the structural models. The next step was to assess the adequacy of model fit 
and examine the strength of relationships among the variables. For each of the four model 
variations, a fiilly recursive model was run in which a block of exogeneous variables was 
allowed to affect community attachment and satisfaction directly as well as indirectly 
through employment, housing, leisure, and social support resources. 
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Table 10. Measurement model findings^ 
Standardized Unique 
Variable'' Factor Validity 
Loadings Variance 
Age 1.00 1.00 
Gender 1.00 1.00 
Monthly income 1.00 1.00 
Family socioeconomic status 1.00 1.00 
Length of residence 1.00 1.00 
Professional goals 1.00 1.00 
Family interest 1.00 1.00 
Social networks 1.00 1.00 
Organizational memberships 1.00 1.00 
Social support received 1.00 1.00 
Population 1.00 1.00 
Regional economic status 1.00 1.00 
Employment resources 
Employment opportunities .48 (.40-.41) .23 (.16-.17) 
Pay .37 (.30-.33) .14 (.09-.11) 





.59 (.59 - .62) 
.61 (.56-.61) 
.54 (.51 - .59) 
.35 (.35 -.38) 
.37 (.31 - .37) 
.29 (.26 - .35) 
Leisure resources 
Community involvement .46 (.48 - .50) .21 (.23 - .25) 
Activities .65 (.62 - .65) .42 (.38 - .42) 
Places to go .57 (.54 - .58) .32 (.29 - .34) 
^ Note. Values reported are for the sociodemographic model. In parentheses are the range of 
values for the life interests, social networks and support, and community models. 
N ranged from 270 to 329. 
(table continues^ 
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Social support resources 
People to talk to 
Comfort when upset 
People who care 
Community attachment 
Identification 
Part of history 
Sadness to leave 
Community satisfaction 
Future outlook 








.38 (.35 -.37) 
.49 (.46-.47) 
.75 (.73 -.74) 
.66 (.61 - .67) 
.59 (.58 - .59) 
.21 (.18-.21) 




.24 (.21 - .22) 
.56 (.53 - .55) 




Adjusted goodness-of-fit index 
319.31 (257.02-292.48) 




0.86 (0.87 - 0.89) 
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In the sociodemographic model, age, gender, monthly income, family socioeconomic 
status, and length of residence were used as exogeneous variables. Gender significantly 
predicted employment resources (y = -0.15, p < .05), indicating that females evaluated 
employment resources more negatively than males. Length of residence predicted social 
support resources (y = 0.14, p < .05), as well as community attachment (y = 0.36, p < .05). 
Social support resources also predicted community attachment (P = 0.45, p < .05). In 
addition, community satisfaction was explained by leisure resources ((3 = 0.64, p < .05) and 
social support resources (P = 0.28, p < .05). Age, monthly income, and family 
socioeconomic status did not serve as significant predictor variables for any of the resource or 
sentiment variables. Fit indices indicated an adequate fit for the model, X" (180, N = 283) = 
319.31, p < .001, with a y}ldf ratio of 1.77, goodness-of-fit index of 0.91 and adjusted 
goodness-of-fit of 0.86. While values were 0.05 or less for all of the community 
resources variables, they were much greater for attachment (0.41) and satisfaction (0.72). 
For the second model (i.e., life interests), professional goals (vocational or academic) 
and family interest were used to predict attitudes toward community resources, attachment, 
and satisfaction. Those with academic interests expressed more negative views toward 
leisure resources (y = -0.18, p < .05), while family interest was a significant predictor of 
community attachment (y = 0.15, p < .05). Community attachment also was predicted by 
social support resources (P = 0.52, p < .05). Community satisfaction was predicted by leisure 
resources (P = 0.67, p < .05) and social support resources (P = 0.27, p < .05). Fit indices 
indicated an adequate fit for the model, y} (144, 270) = 257.02, p< .001, with a x~/df 
ratio of 1.78, goodness-of-fit index of 0.91 and adjusted goodness-of-fit of 0.87. R- results 
were similar to the sociodemographic model with values less than 0.05 for each the various 
resources, 0.37 for attachment, and 0.68 for satisfaction. 
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In the social networks and support model, the exogeneous variables consisted of social 
networks, organizational memberships, and social support received in the community. 
Attitudes toward employment resources were predicted by social networks 
(y = 0.13, |i< .05) and social support received (y = -0.14, p< .05). Leisure resources were 
explained by membership in community clubs (y = 0.33, p < .05). Social support resources 
were explained by social networks (y = 0.24, p < .05) and social support received (y = 0.30, 
{i < .05). Community attachment was predicted by social networks (y = 0.16, p < .05) and 
social support resources (P = 0.49, ii< .05). Community satisfaction was predicted by leisure 
resources (P = 0.72, ji < .05) and social support resources (P = 0.27, p < .05). Fit indices 
indicated an adequate fit for the model, (157, M = 329) = 278.66, p < .001, with a x^/df 
ratio of 1.77, goodness-of-fit index of 0.93 and adjusted goodness-of-fit of 0.89. R- values 
ranged from 0.01 to 0.16 for the resource variables; they were 0.34 for attachment and 0.73 
for satisfaction. 
Finally, population and regional economic status were used as predictor variables in the 
community characteristics model. Population was a significant predictor variable for leisure 
resources (y = 0.18, p < .05). Regional economic status did not explain any of the resource or 
sentiment variables. As writh the other models, conmiunity attachment was predicted by 
social support resources (P = 0.51, |i< .05), while community satisfaction was predicted by 
leisure resources (P = 0.74, p < .05) and social support resources (P = 0.22, p < .05). Fit 
indices indicated an adequate fit for the model, x~ (145, K= 313) = 292.48, p< .001, with a 
X~/df ratio of 2.02, goodness-of-fit index of 0.92 and adjusted goodness-of-fit of 0.88. R-
values for each of the resource variables was 0.03 or less, 0.32 for attachment, and 0.75 for 
satisfaction. 
Summary. In the model testing component of this study, four separate models were 
examined to determine significant predictor variables, overall model fit, and if any of the 
models demonstrated superiority over the others in explaining community sentiment. 
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Measurement models for each suggested that the indicators selected were adequate, and fit 
indices and other criteria indicated that the model fit for each of the four structural models 
was acceptable. However, in the structural analysis, none of the four models emerged as 
superior. The models were similar in that various exogeneous variables were weakly to 
moderately related to employment, leisure, and social support resources; in addition, 
moderate to strong relationships were identified between leisure and social support resources 
and the community sentiment variables. The amount of explained variance in the resource 
and sentiment variables was similar in magnitude in all models. R- estimates for community 
attachment ranged fi-om 0.32 (community model) to 0.41 (sociodemographic model); 
estimates for satisfaction ranged from 0.68 (life interests model) to 0.75 (community model). 
However, in most of the models, explained variance of the resource variables was close to 
zero. The results area summarized in Tables 11 and 12. 
Model Building 
Based upon the findings of the four model variations, a revised model was developed 
that included only those exogeneous variables that served as significant predictors in any of 
these models. Included were gender, length of residence, professional goals, family interest, 
social networks, organizational memberships, social support, and population. The variables 
of age, income, family socioeconomic status, and regional economic status were excluded. 
Testing the revised model. A major objective in this study was to develop a model that 
would expand the current understanding of community sentiment among youth, particularly 
in relation to community resources. For this purpose, a series of nested model comparisons 
were examined using the Chi-square difference test to determine the best-fitting model. 
Compared were the baseline null model (Mq), revised model (Mj), fiilly recursive model 
(M2), and parsimonious model (M3). 
In the null model (MQ), none of the observed indicators were correlated with each other 
and each observed measure represented one and only one factor. The revised model (Mj) 
59 
Table II. Fit indices of four model variations 
Model X- df x^/df 
ratio 
GFI AGFI 
Sociodemographic 319.31 180 1.77 0.91 0.86 
Life interests 257.02 144 1.78 0.91 0.87 
Social networks 278.66 157 1.77 0.93 0.89 
Community 292.48 145 2.02 0.92 0.88 
Table 12. Explained variance of community resource and sentiment variables 
Social Attach- Satis-
Model Employment Housing Leisure Support ment faction 
Sociodemographic .03 .05 .02 .04 .41 .72 
Life interests .00 .02 .04 .02 .37 .68 
Social networks .05 .01 .13 .16 .34 .73 
Community .01 .03 .03 .00 .32 .75 
included direct paths from the eight exogeneous variables to the four resource variables, as 
well as from the resource variables to community attachment and satisfaction. The fiilly 
recursive model (M2) expanded upon the revised model by adding direct paths from the 
exogeneous variables to community attachment and satisfaction. In this model, all 
exogeneous and endogeneous variables were linked. Finally, based upon the results of these 
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models, a parsimonious model (M3) was developed representing an optimal fit with the 
fewest necessary paths included in the model. 
Null and revised models. The Chi-square statistic for the null model (Mq), X-(325,M 
= 252) = 1431.54, p < .001, and ratio of 4.40 did not indicate a good fit. Fit indices for 
the revised model (Mj) indicated an adequate model fit, (233, N = 252) = 400.17, 
p < .001, with a y}ldf ratio of 1.72, goodness-of-fit index of 0.90 and adjusted 
goodness-of-fit of 0.84. Employment resources were predicted by social networks (y = 0.13, 
p < .05), organizational memberships (memberships in community clubs) (y = 0.14, p < .05), 
and social support received (y = -0.15, p < .05). Leisure resources were explained by 
professional goals (academic) (y = -0.15, p < .05), organizational memberships (y = 0.33, p < 
.05), and population (y = 0.16, p < .05). Social support resources were explained by length of 
residence (y = 0.13, p < .05), social networks (y = 0.26, p < .05), organizational memberships 
(y = 0.17, p < .05), and social support received (y = 0.32, p < .05). Community attachment 
was predicted by social support resources (P = 0.56, p< .05), while community satisfaction 
was predicted by leisure resources (|3 = 0.71), p < .05) and social support resources (p = 0.22, 
p < .05). R- values for the resource variables ranged from 0.06 (housing) to 0.30 (social 
support); values for attachment and satisfaction were 0.36 and 0.71, respectively. 
Comparisons between the null (Mq) and revised model (M|) indicated that the revised 
model was a significant improvement over the null model, Ax^ (92, M = 252) = 1031.37, p < 
.001. The results are summarized in Table 13. 
Fully recursive model. The fully recursive model (M2) indicated an adequate fit, x~ 
(217, H = 252) = 349.02, p < .001, with a ratio of 1.61, goodness-of-fit index of 0.91 
and adjusted goodness-of-fit of 0.85. Significant, direct paths between gender (female) and 
attachment (y = -0.18, p< .05) and satisfaction (y = -0.19, p< .05) were indicated, as well as 
between length of residence and attachment (y = 0.25, p < .05), family interest and attachment 
(y = 0.20, p < .05), and organizational memberships (memberships in community clubs) and 
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Table 13. Structural model comparisons 
ModeP X- df X-/df 
ratio 
GH AGFI A x - Adf P-
value 
Mo" 1431.54 325 4.40 
Ml 400.17 233 1.72 .90 .84 1031.37 92 .001 
M2 349.02 217 1.61 .91 .85 51.15 16 .001 
M3 372.20 249 1.49 .90 .86 27.97<^ 16 .03 
23.18^ 32 .87 
^ K = 2 5 2  
Mq = null; Mj = revised; M2 = fully recursive; M3 = best-fitting parsimonious 
M1-M3 
satisfaction (y = -0.24, p < .05). Gender (female) also predicted social support resources (y = 
0.15, p < .05). Length of residence, professional goals, and population no longer were 
significant predictors of the resource variables. The remaining relationships found in the 
fiilly recursive model were similar to those of the revised model. R- values were 0.48 for 
attachment and 0.81 for satisfaction; results similar to the revised model were found 
the resource variables. 
Model comparisons with the revised model (Mj) indicated a change in of 
51.15, x~/df ratio (16, M = 252), p < .001. This indicated a significantly better fit for the fully 
recursive model (M-,) (see Table 13). 
Best-fitting parsimonious model. Finally, the results of the previous models were used 
to develop a parsimonious model (M3). To create this model, paths between variables were 
deleted fi-om the fully recursive model, beginning with those that had the smallest 
coefficients. For each path removed, a Chi-square difference test was used to determine if 
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this model was significantly better than the revised model (Mj) without being significantly 
worse than the fully recursive model (M-,). Paths continued to be deleted until significant 
findings for the nested model comparisons were obtained. 
The resulting parsimonious model (M3) included paths firom the eight exogeneous 
variables to various resource and sentiment variables, as well fi-om two of the resource 
variables to community attachment and sentiment. All significant paths in the fully recursive 
model (M3) remained in the parsimonious model and were similar in magnitude, hi addition, 
professional goals (academic) explained leisure resources (y = -.15, p< .05) and population 
explained community satisfaction (y = .15, p < .05). A number of paths were deleted as well, 
such as those from employment resources to attachment and satisfaction and from housing 
and leisure resources to attachment. While housing remained in the model, it was not 
significantly influenced by any of the exogeneous variables, nor did it significantly predict 
satisfaction. R- values were 0.44 for attachment and 0.79 for satisfaction. For the resource 
variables, R- values ranged from 0.05 (housing) to 0.28 (social support). 
The model indicated an adequate fit, y} (249, M = 252) = 1)12.20, p < .001, with a y}ldf 
ratio of 1.49, goodness-of-fit index of 0.90 and adjusted goodness-of-fit of 0.86. Comparison 
with the revised model (Mj) indicated a significant change in (16, K = 252) = 27.97, 
p < .03. Comparison with the fully recursive model (M2) did not indicate a significant 
change in x~, (32, K = 252) = 23.18, p< .87 (see Table 13). 
The coefficients for the best-fitting parsimonious model are reported in Table 14. A 
pictoral representation of this model is presented in Figure 2. Due to the large number of 
paths, only those significant at p <.05 were included. 
Summary. The eight exogeneous variables found to be significant in the four model 
variations were incorporated into a revised model. Goodness-of-fit indices and other model 
evaluation criteria indicated an adequate model fit. However, model comparisons suggested 
the fully recursive model had a significantly better fit. Modifications were made to the 
Table 14. Completely standardized regression coefficients for the best-fitting parsimonious model 
Variable (N=252) Employment Housing Leisure Social Attachment 
Support 
Satisfaction 
Gender .14 — .18* -.19* -.21* 
Length of residence .26* — 
Professional goals 1 1 *
 
1 1 1 1 1 
— 
Family interest -.10 — — .18* — 
Social networks .12* .12 .13 .29* — 
Memberships .16* — .44* .18* -.24* 
Social support received -.17* — — .33* — 
Population — .15* 
Employment — — 
Housing — .18 
Leisure — .76* 
Social support .57* .30* 
R2 
X" (249, N=252) = 372.20 
X^/df ratio 1.49 GFl .90 
.08 .05 .25 .28 .44 

























Figure 2. Completely standardized regression path coefficents for the best-fitting parsimonious model (significant paths). 
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revised model, resulting in a final, best-fitting parsimonious model that was significantly 
better than the revised model, yet no worse than the ftilly recursive model. Of particular 
interest was the strong relationship between leisure resources and community satisfaction, as 
well as between social support resources and community attachment. R- values for the 
best-fitting parsimonious model indicated the model explained small amounts of variance in 
employment and housing resources and moderate amounts in leisure and social support 
resources. In addition, the model explained almost half of the variance in community 
attachment and over three-quarters of the variance in community satisfaction. 
Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects 
One of the purposes of this study was to examine the mediating effects of community 
resources on adolescents' and young adults' feelings of community attachment and 
community satisfaction. The standardized regression coefficients for the direct, indirect, and 
total effects of the exogeneous and mediating variables of the best-fitting parsimonious 
model are provided in Tables 15 and 16. Standard errors and t-values are included as well. 
For community attachment, significant total effects were found for length of residence 
in the community, family interest, social networks, memberships in community 
organizations, and social support received, as well as social support resources. While length 
of residence and family interest influenced attachment directly, social networks, 
organizational memberships, and social support received influenced attachment indirectly 
through social support resources. The direct negative effect of gender (female) on attachment 
was mediated by social support resources, resulting in a total effect that was nonsignificant. 
Significant direct and indirect effects also were found for community satisfaction. 
Significant total effects were noted for social networks, social support received, population, 
leisure resources, and social support resources. Social networks and social support received 
influenced satisfaction indirectly through social support resources; population affected 
satisfaction directly. Direct, negative effects for gender (female) were mediated by social 
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Table 15. Decomposition of effects for community attachment 
Variable (N==252) Direct Indirect Total 
Gender -0.19 0.10 -0.09 
(Male=0) (0.11) (0.07) (0.12) 
(Female=l) -3.09* 2.65* -1.36 
Length of residence 0.26 — 0.26 
(0.01) (0.01) 
4.55* 4.55* 
Professional goals — — 
(Vocational=0) 
(Academic=l) 
Family interest 0.18 — 0.18 
(0.06) 0.06 
3.16* 3.16* 
Social networks — 0.17 0.17 
(0.14) (0.14) 
4.06* 4.06* 
Organizational memberships — 0.10 0.10 
(None=0) (0.08) (0.08) 
(One or more=l) 2.69* 2.69* 




Employment resources — 
Housing resources — 
rtable continues^ 
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Table 15. (Continued) 
Variable (N=252) Direct Indirect Total 
Leisure resources 
Social support resources 0.57 — 0.57 
(0.07) (0.07) 
7.25* 7.25* 
^ Standardized regression coefficients, first line 
Standard errors, second line 
t-test value, third line 
*p< .05  
support resources; direct, negative effects for organizational memberships (memberships in 
community clubs) were mediated by leisure and social support resources. 
Summary 
In this study, the degree of community attachment and satisfaction among adolescents 
and young adults was examined. Feelings of attachment were higher than satisfaction. Some 
gender differences in evaluations of community resources and community satisfaction were 
noted as expected. In addition, a conceptual model was hypothesized in which a range of 
sociodemographic, life interest, social network and support, and conmiunity variables would 
predict community attachment and satisfaction indirectly through community resources. 
A series of models were examined to identify significant predictor variables and to determine 
if any group of exogenenous variables were superior in a model of conmiunity sentiment. 
None of the models emerged as superior. 
Findings indicated partial support for the original conceptual model. A number of the 
exogeneous variables were found to significantly predict the various community resources; in 
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Table 16. Decomposition of efiFects for community satisfaction 
Variable (N=252) Direct Indirect Total 
Gender -0.21 0.08 -0.13 
(Male=0) (0.07) (0.03) (0.07) 
(Female=l) -2.71 • 2.37* -1.74 
Length of residence — — — 
Professional goals — -0.08 -0.08 
(Vocational=0) (0.05) (0.05) 
(Academic=l) -1.46 -1.46 
Family interest — -0.02 -0.02 
(0.01) (0.01) 
-1.05 -1.05 
Social networks — 0.20 0.20 
(0.12) (0.12) 
2.90* 2.90* 
Organizational memberships -0.24 0.39 0.15 
(None=0) (0.10) (0.10) (0.08) 
(One or more=l) -2.50* 3.92* 1.89 
Social support received — 0.10 0.10 
(0.01) (0.01) 
2.59* 2.59* 
Population 0.15 — 0.15 
(0.03) (0.03) 
2.25* 2.25* 
Employment resources — 





Table 16. (Continued) 
Variable (N=252) Direct Indirect Total 
Leisure resources 0.76 — 0.76 
(.17) (.17) 
4.01* 4.01* 
Social support resources 0.30 — 0.30 
(0.04) (0.04) 
2.95* 2.95* 
^ Standardized regression coefBcients, first line 
Standard errors, second line 
t-test value, third line 
*p< .05  
addition, two of the community resource variables, leisure and social support, significantly 
explained community attachment and satisfaction. Eight of the original twelve exogeneous 
variables remained in the model as significant predictors. Some indirect and mediating 
effects were noted through leisure and social support resources. Model fit was acceptable, 




Since the 1990 reunification of East and West Germany, a major task for the former 
East German states has been that of building and rebuilding community. Basic infrastructure 
development, new businesses, housing, educational systems, consumer goods, and personal 
freedoms have dramatically transformed the way of life from what it had been just a few 
years earlier. At the same time, high unemployment, loss of security, and adaptation to the 
free market economy continue to present challenges to individuals, families, and 
communities. The former East Germany remains a society in transition. 
This study focused on adolescents and young adults and their attitudes toward the 
communities in which they live. Because the adolescent and young adult experience has 
changed from what it was under the previous socialist system, community support is critical 
in assisting youth to maximize life chances and minimize risks. Furthermore, the ability of 
communities to meet the needs of young people has implications for the long-term viability 
of communities, particularly in rural areas. 
Previous research examined community sentiment among adult populations; however, 
no models were established specifically for youth. In this study, a conceptual model was 
developed, tested, and modified through the use of structural equation modeling. Examined 
were the influences of sociodemographic, life interest, social network and support, 
community, and community resource variables on feelings of conmiunity attachment and 
community satisfaction. Of particular interest were the effects of resources important to older 
adolescents and young adults; employment, housing, leisure, and social support. Data were 
obtained from Youth in Rural Brandenburg, '96, a study of youth and communities in the 
state of Brandenburg, Germany. The results have relevance for theoretical understanding and 
community development efforts in Germany and elsewhere. 
In the following sections, a discussion of the descriptive and structural equation 
modeling results is presented. Limitations and implications for future research and 
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community development are included as well. 
Descriptive Analyses 
Attitudes regarding the adequacy of community resources and feelings of corrmiunity 
sentiment were examined through descriptive analyses. Differences by age, gender, and 
income were assessed. 
Community Resources 
Overall, the youth expressed varying evaluations toward community resources. 
Employment and leisure resources received highly unfavorable ratings, while housing and 
social support were more favorable. These results were not surprising in light of current 
community conditions and the changes that have occurred since German reunification. 
Under the former government, guaranteed employment was available for everyone 
upon completion of education and training. Since reunification, however, the state of 
Brandenburg's official unemployment rate has stood between 14 and 20 percent 
(Landesarbeitsamt Berlin-Brandenburg, 1998), with an additional proportion of the 
population in special government-sponsored work programs (Ardagh, 1995). Even higher 
percentages of unemployment are reported in rural areas (Tschurenev et al., 1996). Thus, the 
evaluations by the youth concurred with the economic realities in East Germany. 
Leisure resources have undergone considerable change as well. Youth clubs and their 
associated activities—discos, camps, community work, and political rallies—were an integral 
part of East German youth policy and received substantial governmental support (Ardagh, 
1995; Grote & Kienbaum, 1991). Communities now struggle to obtain fionding for staff, 
activities, and buildings (Tschurenev et al., 1996). The poor evaluations indicated 
consistency with the leisure offerings in small communities as well as the findings of other 
studies (Bundesministerium fur Frauen und Jugend, 1994; Sturzbecher & Lenz, 1997). 
Housing resources were viewed more positively by the youth. New construction and 
renovation of home and apartment buildings have improved the availability and quality of 
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housing substantially in the years since reunification. While the costs of this housing may be 
beyond the means of many young people, today's housing situation is a much different one 
than in former times. In the past, housing was tightly controlled by the government; early 
marriage and parenthood were often necessary to obtain access to an apartment (Ardagh, 
1995). Thus, the more favorable ratings of housing in relation to employment and leisure 
would be as expected. 
Finally, social support resources received positive evaluations, indicating strong 
relationships with family, friends, and others in the community. Although informal networks 
necessary to gain access to scarce goods and services in the past have declined in importance, 
core networks of individuals have essentially remained the same (Volker & Flap, 1995). 
Employment and organized leisure resources have decreased in availability for young people, 
and housing may be inaccessible despite improvement in the general housing market; 
therefore, it was not surprising that the youth would evaluate social support resources most 
favorably (Volker & Flap, 1995). 
Community Sentiment 
The study examined two aspects of community sentiment: community attachment and 
community satisfaction. Attachment is the extent of emotional bondedness with the 
community, while satisfaction is an evaluation of the community as a place to live. 
The youth reported above-average ratings of attachment, while their satisfaction ratings 
were more ambivalent. This may reflect the uncertainty of living in an area undergoing rapid 
change. Two of the satisfaction questions evaluated the community as becoming a better 
place to live over the past few years and its future outlook. Particularly strong disagreement 
was expressed with the third question that assessed the community as a good place for young 
people like themselves. This, along with the favorable responses to the attachment measures, 
concurred with American findings in which adolescents indicated dissatisfaction with the 
resources of their conununities and intentions to move away, yet relatively high feelings of 
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emotional bondedness and sadness upon the thought of leaving (Rieger et al., 1973). 
Perhaps rural communities are considered more adequate for persons of other age groups, but 
not adolescents and young adults (Krambach, 1985; Rieger et al., 1973). 
Gender. Age, and Income Differences 
I-tests were used to examine differences in the evaluation of resources and community 
sentiment based upon gender, age, and income. Females rated employment and leisure 
resources less favorably than did males, a finding consistent with the higher unemployment 
rates for women in Brandenburg (Bertram, 1995; Bundesministerium ftir Frauen & Jugend, 
1994), and poorer evaluations of leisure opportunities by adolescent girls in other German 
studies (Sturzbecher & Lenz, 1997). 
No differences for any of the resource and sentiment variables were found between 
younger (ages 15-17) and older (ages 18-21) groups, nor between those of lower and higher 
incomes. This may be an effect of the study sample which was obtained from the local 
registration offices' listings of all youth living in the seven regions. Older youth and those 
with greater financial resources who were more dissatisfied with community conditions may 
have already moved out of the area, resulting in a biased sample of persons more attached 
and satisfied with their communities. However, the widespread changes that have occurred 
since reunification have affected persons of all age and income levels. 
Structural Equation Modeling 
In this study, a number of models were tested, compared and modified through model 
testing and building processes. The results provided insight into the community sentiment 
constructs of attachment and satisfaction and the variables most relevant in their explanation. 
Model Testing 
Measurement model findings indicated that the observed measures used in the analyses 
were adequate. Each of the models indicated an acceptable fit using various goodness-of-fit 
criteria. However, of the twelve predictor variables included in the four model variations. 
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four did not display significance: age, monthly income, family socioeconomic status, and 
regional economic status. 
Perhaps the age range of study participants was too narrow to make a difference; 
comparisons with younger adolescents or persons in middle or later adulthood may have been 
more relevant for an examination of effects due to age. In addition, as discussed previously, 
many of the older adolescents and young adults who were very dissatisfied or unattached to 
their communities may have already moved away, resulting in a smaller range of variation in 
the remaining youth population. 
Similarly, for monthly income, those unhappy with their communities may have moved 
if they had the financial means to do so. While higher income can provide greater access to 
the resources of the community, it can allow for the utilization of resources outside of the 
community as well. Another possible reason why income was not significant is that the 
factors that influence satisfaction and attachment, e.g., leisure and social support resources, 
truly do not depend on money. 
Family socioeconomic status was determined by using an index of educational and 
employment variables. Perhaps different results would have been noted if the effects of 
parental education and employment were examined separately. However, the current 
economic situation, in which persons of all educational levels have experienced 
unemployment, job changes, and retraining, makes it difficult to determine the most 
appropriate measure of socioeconomic status. Another plausible explanation, as with 
income, is that socioeconomic status really does not matter. 
More surprising was that no effects were found for regional economic status. While 
areas were classified as developing or nondeveloping, the widespread construction of roads, 
infi^astructure, and buildings has occurred in all areas. In addition, at the time of the study, 
much of the major development was still in the planning or beginning stages. Over time. 
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however, the discrepancies between developing and nondeveloping regions may become 
more apparent and therefore significant. 
Model Building 
Based on the findings of the four model variations, a revised model was created that 
incorporated eight predictor variables: gender, length of residence, professional goals, family 
interest, social networks, organizational memberships, social support received, and 
population. Through nested model comparisons, improvements were made to this model, 
resulting in a best-fitting parsimonious model with acceptable fit, a number of significant 
paths, and relatively high degree of explained variance in community attachment and 
satisfaction. 
The parsimonious model indicated partial support for the original conceptual model of 
the study. First, many paths between variables were significant as expected. The centrality 
of community resources was indicated as social support and leisure resources had an 
important role in explaining community sentiment directly. Furthermore, many of the 
independent variables influenced community attachment and satisfaction indirectly through 
the resource variables as predicted. Some mediating effects were noted also. 
At the same time, however, differences between the best-fitting parsimonious model 
and conceptual model did exist. Not all of the paths were significant as expected, and some 
were deleted altogether. The importance of all resource variables was not demonstrated; 
employment and housing did not significantly influence the community sentiment variables, 
nor did they allow for significant indirect effects from the exogeneous variables. In addition, 
direct paths were added that were not expected. 
Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects 
As suggested by previous research, community attachment and satisfaction are two 
separate but related constructs explained by different variables and processes (Brown, 1993; 
Goudy, 1977; Hummon, 1992). The results of this study support these findings as many of 
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the variables important in explaining attachment were different from those explaining 
satisfaction. However, some variables were relevant for both attachment and satisfaction. 
Community Resources and Community Sentiment 
Of the resource variables, social support was significant in explaining community 
attachment. If community is viewed in terms of interrelationships between people, as well as 
a geographic location, then it was not surprising that strong bonds with others in the 
community would relate to feelings of affect with the community as a whole. In the process 
of building a base of social support, common experiences with others, shared memories, and 
a sense of belonging and acceptance—aspects of community attachment—are important. This 
also lends support to systemic models of attachment that stress development of relationships 
in facilitating feelings of attachment, as well as findings that relate high levels of community 
social capital to attachment (Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974; Ryan et al., 
1997). 
While the other resources, particularly leisure, can encourage interaction with others 
and the experiences that contribute to attachment, the path from leisure to attachment was 
excluded from the model. Perhaps it is the wide range of possible activities that reduced its 
effect on attachment. Leisure may or may not involve other persons in the community, and it 
may take place at home or in public settings. Youth in this study indicated interests in 
reading, painting, and music, as well as team sports, dancing, and participation in youth 
clubs. Further analysis could indicate whether differences existed between youth engaged in 
social interaction and community activities and those involved in activities of a more 
individual nature. 
Leisure's importance was in predicting the dimension of community satisfaction. 
While effects of leisure on satisfaction were expected, the strength of this effect was 
surprising. Perhaps it is the critical role of leisure in adolescent and young adult development 
that contributed to its significance in this model. Leisure allows for exploration of new 
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interests, experimentation with new roles, establishment of partnerships, and development of 
personal identity, all of which are part of adolescent and young adult development (Hendry, 
1983; 1989; Hendry et al., 1993; Silbereisen et al.. 1986). In contrast to conununity 
satisfaction, new leisure interests that develop during adolescence and young adulthood may 
require more time to become meaningful in influencing feelings of community attachment. 
Neither employment nor housing resources were significant predictors of attachment or 
satisfaction. One possible reason is that the indicators used for these latent constructs were 
not valid for this age group. For example, the employment questions could be interpreted as 
reflecting long-range rather than immediate career interests. The youth of this study may 
have been too young to respond to the housing questions in a meaningfiil way. hi addition, 
almost all youth reported poor evaluations of the employment resources in their communities; 
perhaps the limited variance did not allow for significant effects to be found in the model. 
Nevertheless, employment is a major concern of young people throughout East 
Germany (Bundesministerium fiir Frauen und Jugend, 1994), as well as for their parents and 
others, and its exclusion from the parsimonious model was surprising. Another plausible 
reason is that for adolescents and young adults, employment, as well as housing, is not salient 
enough to be included into a model of community sentiment. For the youth of this study, 
apprenticeships and employment are just beginning or in the plaiming stages, particularly for 
those pursuing a university education, while leisure and social support have been an integral 
part of daily life since childhood. Leaving the parental home and establishing an independent 
household may be in a preliminary phase as well. Thus, a model of community sentiment is 
not likely to include employment and housing in the same manner as it would for an adult 
who is fully integrated into work, family, and other roles. For an adult, the community 
experience involves a broad range of fxmctions; for youth they remain limited or have only 
recently transformed in nature. If conceptualizations of attachment and satisfaction require 
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time to develop, new employment and household responsibilities are not likely to have an 
effect until later in life. 
While the paths from employment to the community sentiment variables were 
eliminated from the parsimonious model, the path from housing to satisfaction remained in 
the model and approached significance. This may relate to the employment situation in East 
Germany, as well as in other rural areas, in which employment is viewed as a resource 
accessible on a regional rather than community basis (Brown, 1993). Housing, leisure, and 
social support are available locally in one's community of residence, while travel to larger 
conmiunities to find work is likely to be necessary. Furthermore, as discussed previously, 
there may be a bias in the sample in that older adolescents and young adults for whom 
employment and housing were most important may have ahready moved away. 
Kxogeneous Variables. Communitv Resources, and Communitv Sentiment 
While not all paths were as hypothesized, a number of exogeneous variables displayed 
significance in predicting the community resource variables of employment, leisure, and 
social support. Several exogeneous variables also influenced the community sentiment 
variables directly and indirectly. Some of the total effects of these variables were mediated 
by community resources. 
Community resources. Employment resources were positively influenced by the size of 
social networks and memberships in community organizations. It is plausible that through 
interaction with others in the community, one leams more about potential employment 
opportimities or encounters more people who are working. Social support received, however, 
had a negative influence. Here, it could be that those who indicated they received high levels 
of support for school, work, romance, money, and other problems in the past year had more 
difficulties in their lives, including unemployment for themselves or family members. 
Leisure was predicted by professional goals and membership in community 
organizations. It was not surprising that those with academic interests would be less content 
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with the offerings in their community while those involved in community clubs would view 
them more favorably than those who were not. 
Social support resources were predicted by gender (female), social networks, 
memberships in community organizations, and social support received during the past year. 
These results were not surprising as well. However, length of residence, as suggested by 
systemic models of attachment as necessary in forming these relationships (Goudy, 1977; 
1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974), did not have an effect as expected. 
Of additional interest is that gender did not explain employment or leisure resources, 
despite higher unemployment rates for women and lower satisfaction ratings of girls toward 
leisure opportunities in this and previous youth studies (Sturzbecher & Lenz, 1997). 
Furthermore, professional goals did not explain employment resources as suggested by 
American rural youth studies (Cromartie, 1993; Rieger et al., 1973; Rudkin et al., 1994). 
Perhaps this is reflective of the high unemployment conditions and loss of youth clubs that 
have affected persons of all educational levels throughout East Germany (Ardagh, 1995). 
It also was expected that population would affect attitudes toward resources, 
particularly social support resources as suggested by the linear development model of 
attachment (Buttel et al., 1979; Wasserman, 1982). Larger size was expected to affect social 
support resources negatively; at the same time, larger communities have more employment, 
housing, and leisure opportunities available. With a larger variation in community size, 
effects may have been observed. For employment and leisure, the current conditions have 
affected persons in communities of all sizes. 
While several paths from exogeneous variables to housing resources remained in the 
model (i.e., gender, family interest), they were not significant. Perhaps housing quality, 
neighborhood, and other community factors not included in the model would have had more 
important effects than did the personal or the community characteristics included here. 
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Community sentiment. Length of residence was important in the model of community 
sentiment through its direct, positive effect on attachment. However, no indirect effects 
through the resource variables were indicated, contrary to systemic models of attachment that 
emphasize the development of relationships over time. While previous studies have 
indicated a moderately strong relationship between length of residence and attachment, it has 
been suggested that this process occurs through social relationships and conmiunity 
involvement with others (Goudy, 1977; 1990; Kasarda & Janowitz, 1974). Here, however, 
the effects were direct rather than through social support or any of the other resources. 
Correlations with social networks, organizational memberships, and social support received 
were relatively small, and the path between length of residence and social support resources 
was excluded from the parsimonious model. Thus, effects of length of residence may be due 
to a number of factors that are related to living in a particular place over time, such as 
familiarity with the landscape and the occurrence of significant life events (i.e., births, 
marriages, etc.), as well as interactions with others (Rivlin, 1987; Rowles, 1983). 
These results may be unique to East Germany, however. Due to political oppression 
under the former government, a great deal of distrust existed between strangers, and great 
caution was used in disclosing personal information to anyone outside of one's immediate 
social network. Social support came primarily from small groups of close friends and 
immediate family members (Ardagh, 1995; Volker & Flap, 1995). The size and composition 
of these groups has not changed since reunification (Volker & Flap, 1995), and distrust of 
outsiders remains high. Therefore, length of residence may not interact with social networks 
and organizational activities in the development of fiiendship, trust, and integration into 
support systems in the same manner as in the United States or other countries. 
A direct path was identified between family interest and community attachment. Rural 
communities are often viewed as better places to raise children than are urban settings (Little 
& Austin, 1996; Valentine, 1997). This entails an evaluative aspect of community life. 
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However, the results indicated a direct effect of family interest on attachment rather than 
satisfaction. Perhaps the interest in creating family bonds is related to the process of creating 
person-place bonds, with both involving aspects of connectedness, rootedness, and 
continuity. 
In addition, a direct path was found between population and community satisfaction. 
Larger communities may be perceived as having more and better quality services to offer 
their residents. Police, fire protection, and other services not included as resources in this 
model may have contributed to an effect. Perhaps the privacy offered in larger communities 
may contribute to satisfaction as well. However, the effects of population were relatively 
weak. 
Several exogeneous variables influenced community attachment and satisfaction 
indirectly through social support and leisure resources. Social networks, community 
organizational memberships, and social support received affected community attachment 
indirectly through social support resources. Social networks and support received indirectly 
influenced community satisfaction. This implies that it is not only a matter of knowing 
people and participating in local activities, but rather the quality of relationships that exist. 
Through trust, encouragement, and bondedness with others, more positive attitudes toward 
the community as a whole will result. This emphasizes the importance of the interpersonal 
nature of community life, rather than economic or other aspects. 
For adolescents and young adults in the process of developing autonomy and 
independence from parents, social support from family, friends, and others in the community 
is essential in contributing to feelings of community attachment and satisfaction. This is 
especially true for girls and young women, as social support resources mediated the direct, 
negative effects of female gender on both attachment and satisfaction. Thus, girls and young 
women with high amounts of social support will not feel more negatively toward their 
communities than boys and young men. For females, supportive persons may provide 
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encouragement, mentoring, and awareness of new possibilities that will expand their life 
options and help them view community life more optimistically. 
Contrary to previous studies, membership in community organizations had a direct 
negative influence on community satisfaction. One possible explanation may relate to the 
nature of community organizations and their membership. Perhaps those who belong to local 
organizations, i.e. youth clubs, have greater personal and family problems, as well as 
difficulties in the community which would lead to decreased satisfaction. However, closer 
analysis indicated that the youth of this study participated in a range of activities, including 
youth clubs, sports clubs, the local fire department, and music groups. Greater involvement 
in community activities may lead to a recognition of community deficiencies if time is spent 
discussing problems and comparing the local community with other places, or higher 
expectations of what the community should provide. Those involved in activities in other 
places may not be as aware of conditions in the community. 
Social support resources, as well as leisure, mediated the negative effects of community 
organizational memberships. If more troubled or at-risk youth are participating in community 
organizations such as youth clubs, then supportive adults and a range of leisure activities 
fi-om which to choose will be beneficial in helping them achieve more positive attitudes 
toward the community as a whole. On the other hand, if the negative influence of 
organizational membership on community satisfaction is due to a greater awareness of local 
problems or high expectations, then social support is likely to be beneficial in helping youth 
deal with the various situations in their lives and communities. 
However, a word of caution is in order. Zero-order correlations indicated a weak 
positive relationship between organizational memberships and community satisfaction. This 
suggests the model should be examined for possible suppressor effects (Bollen, 1989). 
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Summary 
The primary objective of this study was to examine the relationship between youth and 
the communities in which they live through the development of a model of community 
sentiment, hi summary, the results indicated partial support for the conceptual model and 
related hypotheses of this study. Of critical importance were the influences of social support 
resources in explaining community attachment and leisure resources in explaining 
community satisfaction. As consistent with previous literature, social network and support 
variables were important predictors in explaining community sentiment, although most of 
these effects were indirect through social support resources. Trust, friendship bonds, and 
integration into caring relationships are essential. Furthermore, a variety of enjoyable 
activities, meeting places, and interaction with others through leisure are important as well. 
Limitations 
The best-fitting parsimonious model was acceptable in terms of model fit criteria. 
However, a number of limitations should be noted regarding this study and its findings. 
First, concerns are raised about the sample used in this study. The response rate, while 
difficult to determine, may have been under 10%; in addition, the participants were 
disproportionately female and from highly-educated households. Only those adolescents and 
young adults currently living in the seven regions were sampled, not the entire age cohort of 
15 to 21-year olds who had grown up in the area. Thus, the questiormaire did not reach those 
who had already moved away. This may have modified the results of the study, particularly 
if the youth moved because they felt less connected or satisfied than those who remained. 
Perhaps the study is more representative of the younger youth who have not yet had the 
opportimity to move away, hi any case, caution must be used in generalizing the results to all 
youth in the seven regions, Brandenburg, Germany, or in other countries. 
The conceptual model proposed that various community resources influenced attitudes 
toward the community. Assumptions were made that employment, housing, leisure, and 
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social support were the most appropriate resources to include in a model of community 
sentiment for adolescents and young adults, and that resources are a positive aspect of 
community life. Yet, communities may be viewed in terms of risks and opportunities 
(Garbarino et al., 1992). Altematively, the model could have included negative aspects of 
community life, such as increasing crime rates, fear of thefl, and traffic, as well as other 
aspects of social disruption. 
The best-fitting parsimonious model explained the variance in attachment and 
satisfaction relatively well; however, it did not explain as much variance in the resource 
variables. Explained variance in the four resource variables ranged from almost zero to 28% 
despite the inclusion of eight exogeneous variables. While perceptions of resources were 
expected to result from individual goals, interests, and values (Deseran, 1978; Miller et al., 
1980; Stokols & Shumaker, 1981), clearly something else was needed in the model. 
Objective indicators (e.g., official unemployment rates), peer and parent attitudes, and 
psychological measures could allow for an ecological approach that may be more adequate. 
Additional measures that address bonding to others, such as individual attachment styles and 
family interaction, may increase the explained variance in corrmiunity attachment. 
While the measurement models indicated that the observed measures were acceptable 
for use in the analysis, some of the factor loadings and unique validity variances were 
relatively low. Most of the community resource and sentiment questions were developed 
specifically for the study and had not been tested in previous research, raising validity 
concems. In addition, items obtained from standardized instruments or utilized in other 
studies were developed in other cultural contexts, primarily the United States, and translated 
from English into German. Different meanings of community and the nature of community 
resources may have affected the validity and reliability of the measures used in this study. 
The study is a cross-sectional study conducted at one point in time and therefore 
subjected to the limitations of this type of research (e.g., change over time can not be 
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examined). However, with many aspects of daily life rapidly changing since reunification, it 
is uncertain to what extent attitudes toward the community also have changed. Would the 
results be the same if the study were conducted one or two years ago? Would they be the 
same a year from now? Longitudinal analysis would provide greater insight into the 
dynamics of community sentiment in relation to community, societal, and human 
developmental change. 
An additional point is that numerous model variations were tested and modified in the 
data analysis using the same data set. This raises the issue of capitalizing on chance in 
determining significant results. Additional replication would provide greater confidence in 
the study's findings (MacCallum, 1995). 
Implications of the Study 
This study examined community resources and community sentiment among 
adolescents and young adults. Implications exist for future research, as well as for 
community development efforts in Germany and other countries. 
Implications for Fumre Research 
While some of the findings concurred with previous research on adult samples, the 
strong relationship between leisure resources and community satisfaction is noteworthy. 
Comparative research with adult samples could provide greater insight into whether this 
relationship holds for other ages groups and if other types of resources, (e.g., employment), 
gain in significance over the life course. In addition, are similar findings noted for adults for 
the other exogeneous and resource variables? 
Multiple group comparisons could be used to examine the measures, as well as the 
entire structural model, for invariance between various subgroups of the sample. Are there 
differences in the interpretation of the community sentiment questions between males and 
females? Do adolescents view community sentiment differently than young adults? 
Differences between study participants who lived their entire lives in East Germany and those 
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who grew up in West Germany and moved into Brandenburg since reunification are plausible 
as well. 
Because leisure did indicate such a strong effect, additional investigation should be 
conducted to determine more about various aspects of leisure and the processes in which 
they influence community satisfaction. Other resources could be examined in greater detail 
also. Over time, measurement and indicators of resources could be improved, thereby 
providing a better model fit and perhaps modifications to this model. 
Future research is needed to replicate this study in other youth samples throughout 
Germany as well as in other cultural contexts. Does community mean the same to young 
people in other places? Are the processes of developing attachment and feelings of 
satisfaction similar? What relevant variables are needed for conceptual models in other 
cultures? Furthermore, longitudinal work can examine the long-term implications of 
community sentiment into young adulthood and beyond. Do attachment and satisfaction 
predict outmigration and return migration in young adulthood? The manner in which 
community resources influence these processes is also of interest. 
Finally, greater investigation is needed into the meaning of community sentiment in the 
lives of youth. In a manner similar to parent-child attachment in infancy and early childhood, 
does strong attachment to the community contribute to a secure base from which to develop 
independence and autonomy in adolescence and young adulthood? Does community 
attachment facilitate healthy adaptation and emotional well-being? How are these processes 
disrupted through rapid societal change, such as that occurring in Eastern Europe and other 
parts of the world? The manner in which community satisfaction contributes to overall life 
satisfaction is an important area of fiirther study as well. 
Implications for Community Development 
As rural communities in Brandenburg, East Germany, the United States, and other 
countries work to improve conditions for their residents, much of the focus is placed on 
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economic development activities such as infrastructure improvement, creation of jobs, and 
retraining of displaced workers. While these activities are critical to the well-being of 
individuals and families, the results of this study emphasize the need to give attention to 
social capital resources—building relationships, trust, and support—along with important 
leisure activities that provide for personal fulfillment. 
"Accenting the human development infrastructure of a community (rather than the 
economic, social service, or physical infrastructure) implicitly places much of the 
responsibility and power for promoting positive youth outcomes in the hands of citizens and 
social institutions. By so doing we seek not to diminish the developmental significance of 
the economic, service, and physical dimensions of city life but to balance these with deeper 
attention to crucial processes of socialization" (Benson, 1997, p. 31). 
Creative ways to develop these resources are needed. For example, shopping malls and 
swimming pools have been found to meet the developmental needs of adolescents in ways 
they were not originally intended (Silbereisen et al., 1986). By focusing on activities and 
places that can benefit a wide range of individuals, greater success in their implementation 
may be obtained. Advocating for the needs of a small group is likely to result in competition 
for scarce fiinds with other groups who have their own, and equally important interests. 
Recreation centers, shopping centers, and libraries with computer access will address the 
needs of youth as well as the entire community. 
Communities should develop social support resources. Engaging young people, 
particularly girls and young women, at-risk youth, and university-bound students, is 
especially important. Clubs, community service, and cultural activities are possible ideas. In 
addition, lowering crime such as car thefts and robberies through increased police protection 
may enhance a greater sense of security and trust among residents of all ages. 
The current economic situation in East Germany has resulted in high unemployment, 
shortages of apprenticeship positions, and subsequently, a large amount of involuntary free 
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time for many youth (Bundesministerium fur Frauen & Jugend, 1994). For unemployed 
youth, free time takes on a new meaning, being associated with boredom and frustration 
rather than fun and personal fiilfillment. Nevertheless, in conditions of economic difficulty, 
leisure can be a source of stability that is beneficial in personal development (Hendry, 1983; 
1989; Hendry et al., 1993). Efforts of communities to fimd activities for youth are essential. 
Finally, while employment and housing were not significant in the model, further 
examination of these resources for youth is warranted. If employment is evaluated on a 
regional rather than local basis (Brown, 1993), then opportunities should be developed to 
meet the needs of youth at this level. Communities can work with regional authorities to 
enhance access at the regional level, such as through improved public transportation or 
informational networks. In addition, housing needs, particularly if youth must look for work 
outside of the community away from home, will be relevant. Therefore, development of 
resources in this area should be considered as well. 
Concluding Comments 
We spend much of our lives working, studying, socializing, and caring for those closest 
to us in our communities. The examination of person-place relationships adds a fascinating 
and much-needed component to the study of human development. Furthermore, addressing 
human developmental needs, especially those of adolescents and young adults, contributes a 
much-needed dimension to the understanding of community. The results of this study are 
encouraging in identifying important aspects of community life. Future research is needed to 
build upon this and previous work in East Germany as well as in other cultural contexts. 
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APPENDIX A 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR PARTICIPANTS 
AND SURVEY QUESTIONS 
(GERMAN VERSION) 
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Institut fiir angewandte 
Familien-, Kindheits- und Jugendforschung e.V. 
an der Universitat Potsdam 
Geschaftsstelle 16727 Vehlefanz. Burgwall 15 
Tel.; 03304 / 3970 10; Fax; 03304 / 3970 16 
Liebe Jugendliche, 
unser Institut beschaftigt sich in einer Reihe von Projekten damit, wie junge Menschen 
heute in Brandenburg ieben. Wir interessieren uns in dieser Untersuchung vor allem 
dafur, was Jugendliche aus kleineren Gemeinden in ihrer Freizeit tun und wie sie die 
Moglichkeiten einschatzen, hier in Brandenburg spater auf Dauer Wohnung und Arbeit 
zu fmden. Unser Ziel ist es, zur Verbesserung der Chancen junger Menschen in 
Brandenburg beizutragen. 
Wir bitten Sie, an dieser Untersuchung teilzunehmen, indem Sie den vorliegenden 
Fragebogen beantworten. Wenn Sie uns einen ausgefullten Fragebogen 
zurucksenden, haben Sie die Chance, einen von 50 Preisen zu gewinnen; 
1. Preis: 500,-DM 
2. Preis; 300,- DM 
3. Preis: 200,- DM 
4. bis 50. Preis: ]e 30,- DM (Geld filr eine neue CD ...!) 
Die Chance, einen der Preise zu gewinnen. steht gar nicht so schlecht. denn wir 
rechnen damit. daG uns ungefahr 1.000 Jugendliche antworten. Damit Sie am 
Preisausschreiben teilnehmen kbnnen. vergessen Sie nicht. auch den beigelegten 
Vordruck auszufullen. Falls Sie noch nicht 18 Jahre alt sind. beachten Sie bitte, daS 
ihre Eltern auf dem Blatt unterschreiben mussen. 
Die Gewinner werden im Losverfahren ermittelt; wie aber kommen die Gewinner zu 
ihren Preisen? 
Sie schicken den von ihnen ausgefullten Fragebogen zusammen mit dem ebenfalls 
ausgefullten Vordruck (Bankverbindung) unentgeitlich in dem groSen Kuvert an das 
IFK zuruck. Die Auswertung der Fragebogen erfolgt ganz unabhangig von den 
Angaben auf dem Vordruck. Der Einsender des Fragebogens bieibt also fur unsere 
Auswertung anonym. 
Oder (Variante B) 
Falls Sie doch noch Bedenken wegen Ihrer Anonymitat haben, schicken Sie nurden 
Fragebogen an das IFK und senden Ihren vollstandig ausgefullten Vordruck 
(unbedingt mit Angabe Ihrer Code-Nummer (!). Adresse bzw. Bankverbindung) extra 
an die Rechtsanwaltskanzlei "Dr. Ueberschar". Eine Rechtsanwaltskanzlei ist 
unabhangig und gesetzlich zur Verschwiegenheit verpflichtet. Sollte Ihr Code fiir einen 
Preis ausgelost werden. teilen wir nur diesen Code der Kanzlei mit, die dann den Preis 
an Sie uberweist. 
Bitte lassen Sie uns nicht "hangen", denn nur durch Ihre Mithilfe konnen wir die 
Situation von jungen Menschen in kleineren Gemeinden Brandenburgs umfassend 
beschreiben und jugendpolitische Veranderungen anregen. 
Mit freundlichen GruSen 
Fur das IFK-Team - Winfried Langner 
91 
Angaben fur die Teilnahme am Preisausschreiben 
Dieses Blatt ausfuilen und zusanunen mit dem vollst^dig ausgefullten Fragebogen an das IFK senden 
Oder 
(Variante B) dieses Blatt extra an "Dr. jur. Eyk UeberschSr"; Potsdamer Allee 78-80; 14532 Stahnsdorf schicken. 
Vomame Name 
Name und Sitz des Kxeditinstitutes 
Bankieitzahl Kontonummer 
Fails Sie keine Bankverbindung angeben kOnnen; 
ScraDe Hausnummer 
Postleitzahl Ort 
Diejenigen, die diesen Vordruck an die Rechtsanwaltskanzlei "Dr. UeberschSr" senden (Variante B), tragen 
bine hier wie im Fragebogen ihre Codenummer ein. 
I. Buchstabe Eigener Eigener 
des Vomamens Geburtstag Geburtsmonat Geburtstag der Mutter 
• - ••-•• •• 
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Einftihrung 
Bine antwonen Sie ehriich auf alle gesiellten Fragen. Insbesondere isi es wichtig, daB Sie Ihren 
Heimalort (Frage 3) nennen, da es bei dieser Untersuchung gerade darauf ankommt, 
verschiedene Orte und Regionen miteinander zu vergleichen. Ihre Angaben bleiben jedoch 
anonym, werden unter VerschluB aufbewahrt und sind (enlsprechend den 
Datenschutzbestimmungen der Bundesrepublik Deulschland) nur den Wissenschaftlem vom 
IFK zuganglich. 
Falls Sie nocli niclit 18 Jalire ait sind. lassen Sie bitte nachfolgend Ihre Eltern dafiir 
unterschreibcn, daC sie mit Ihrer Teilnahme an unserer Befragung einversianden sind. 
Ich als Eitemteil bin damit einverstanden. daO unser Kind an der Befragung "Jugend in 
landlichen Regionen" durch das Institut fur angewandte Familien-. Kindheits- und 
Jugendforschung teilnimmt. 
Unterschrift: 
Bei fast alien Fragen brauchen Sie Ihre Antworten nur anzukreuzen. Fiir die Beantwortung des 
gesamten Fragebogens werden Sie ungefahr 60 Minuien benotigen. 
Wenn Sie eine bereits angekreuzte Auflerung komgieren mbchien. 
machen Sie bine einen Kreis um die ungultige Antwon und kreuzen 
danach die Anrwort an, die Ihrer Meinung besser enispricht 
Wenn Sie Ihren Vordruck an die Kanzlei "Dr. Ueberschar" senden wollen (und nicht direkt an 
uns). dann bitten wir Sie, eine Code-Nummer bestehend aus dem Anfangsbuchstaben Ihres 
Vomamens. Ihrem Geburtstag und -monai sowie dem Geburtstag Ihrer Mutter gleich 
anschlieBend zu vermerken. Nur mit einem so langen Code konnen wir relativ sicher sein, daC 
bestimmte Kombinationen nicht mehrfach auftreten. 
Beispiel: Marcel wurde am 15. 06. 1980 geboren, seine Mutter hat am 12. 10. Geburtstag. 
Er wiirde dementsprechend ausfiillen: M 06 12 
Brauchi nur auseefiillt werden. wenn Sic Ihren beigefueten Vordruck ntchi an uns. sondcm an die Kanzlei "Dr Ueberschar" senden 
1. Buchstabe Eiaener Eiaener 














So, auf der nachsten Seite geht es mit den Fragen endlich los. 
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SELECTED QUESTIONS^ 
The following is a list of questions that were obtained from the Youth in Rural 
Brandenburg '96 questionnaire for use in this study. The questions reflect a subset of all 
questions that were asked of youth ages 13 to 21. 
Sociodemographic Variables 
Ag£ 
1 Wie alt sind Sie? ( ) Bitte bier eintragen. 
Gender 
2 Ihr Geschlecht? D mannlich D weiblich 
Monthly Income 
6 Wieviel Geid steht Ihneii durchschnittlich 
im Monat zur Verfugung? 
Bine geben Sie den genauen Betrag an. ohne 
Ausgaben fur Miete und ahnliche Ausgaben 
abzuzielien. Falls Sie ein Einkommen beziehen, 
dann tragen Sie bitte Dir Nettoeinkommen ein. 
Betrae: 
Length of residence 
Sollten Sie zwei Wohnsitze haben, dann beziehen Sie sich bei Ihren folgenden Antworten 
zu Hirer Wohnsituation immer auf Diren ersten Wohnsitz bzw. "Heiniatort'M 
38a Seit wann leben Sie schon in Ihrem Ort? seit ( 19.... ) im Ort 
^ Note. Numbers correspond to item numbers in original questionnaire. 
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Family Socioeconomic Status 
Sollten Sie einen leiblichen Vater und einen Stiefvater haben, bitten beziehen Sie sich 
bei Ihren folgenden Antworten zur Familie immer auf den von beiden, mit dem Sie 
l^ger znhause zusammengelebt haben. 
Geben Sie bitte die hochste berufliche Qualifikation Ihrer Eltem an. 
Bitte kreuzen Sie fiir Ihren Vater (Stiefvater, Lebenspartner der Mutter etc.) und fur Dire 
Mutter (Stiefinutter, Lebensparterin des Vaters etc.) den entsprechenden AbschluB an. 
Facharbeiterabschlufi (bzw. Meisterabschlufi Fachhochschul- oder 
kein BemfsabschluB oder HochschulabschluO 
T eilfacharbeiterabschluB) 
25a Meine Matter D • • 
25b Mein Vater/Stiefvater D • • 
Wie ist die derzeitige Beschaftigungssituation in Ihrer Familie? 
Kreuzen Sie bitte fur Ihre Mutter (Stiefinutter, Lebenspartnerin des Vaters etc.) und fiir 
Ihren Vater (Stie^ater, Lebenspartner der Mutter etc.) jeweils nur eine Antwort an und 
tragen in der entsprechenden Zeile den Beruf ein. 
26a Meine Mutter... 26b Mein Vater... 
• ist angestellt und arbeitet als • ist angestellt und arbeitet als 
• ist selbstlndig und arbeitet als • ist selbstandig und arbeitet als 
• hat eine ABM-Stelle als • hat eine ABM-Stelle als 
• ist arbeitslos seit ( ) Jahren 
und hat davor gearbeitet als 
• ist arbeitslos seit ( ) Jahren 
und hat davor gearbeitet als 
• ist im Vorruhestand/in Rente seit ( ) • ist im Vorruhestand/in Rente seit ( _) 
Jahren und hat davor gearbeitet als Jahren und hat davor gearbeitet als 
• ist Hausfrau fnicht arbeitslos!). • ist Hausmann Tnicht arbeitslos!!. 
Current Activity 
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5 Welche Tatigkeit uben Sie derzeit aas? Ich bin derzeitig . . . 
• . . . erwerbstatig als* 
* Bitte bezeichnen Sie Ihre berufliche • . . . in einer ABM-Mafinahme als* 
Tatigkeit genau. • . . . in Ausbildung (Schuler/in, Azubi, Student/in). 
• . . . arbeitlos oder arbeitssuchend seit ( ) 
Jahren und habe davor eearbeitet als* 
• . . . nicht erwerbstatig (Hausfrau/-mann, 
Erziehungsjahr etc.). 
• . . . WehrdienstZ-Zivildienstleistender. 
• . . . Sonstiees: 
Marital Status 
17 Welchen Familienstand haben Sie? Ich bin 
• .. ledig. 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. • .. verheiratet. 
• .. geschieden. 
Children 
22 Haben Sie Kinder? n ja D nein 
23 Falls ja, wieviele? (.... . ) Bitte hier eintragen. 
Life Interests 
Professional goals 
11 Haben Sie bereits eine Benilsausbildung G ja D nein 
abgeschlossen? 
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12 Welchen hochsten berulsbUdenden n abgeschlossene Lehre 
Abschlufi haben Sie? D Berufsfachschulabschlufi 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. D MeisterabscbluB 
• Fachhochschul-, HochschulabschluC 
15 Falls Sie noch keinen beruflichen • BenifsabschluB 
AusbildungsabschluO erworben • Berufsfachschulabschlufi 
haben, welchen streben Sie • Meisterabschlufi 
als hochsten an? • Fachhochschul-, HochschluabschluB 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. 
Additional Education Questions ffor missing data) 
10 Welche allgemeinbildende Schule besuchen Sie? • . . .  e i n e  G e s a m t s c h u l e  
• . . .  e i n e  R e a l s c h u l e  
• . . .  e i n e  G e s a m t s c h u l e  m i t  g y m n a s i a l e r  
Oberstufe 
• . . .  e i n  G y m n a s i u m  
13 Welche Ausbildungsstatte besuchen Sie? . ein Oberstufenzentrum 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. . eine BerufsschuleZ-fachschule, 
-akademie 
. eine Fachhochschule, Universitat 
14 Falls Sie ein Oberstufenzentrum, eine 
Berufisschule/Berufsfachschule oder eine Tragen Sie bitte Diren Lehrberuf hier ein: 
Benifsakademie derzeit besuchen bzw. 
fruher besucht haben, fur welchen Beruf 
werden bzw. wurden Sie ausgebildet? 
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Family Interest 
In seinem Leben kann man sich verschiedene Ziele steilen, die man auch erreichen 
kann. Wir haben einige zusammengesteilt. Geben Sie bitte an, wie bedeutsam 
jedes einzelne Ziei fur Ihr personiiches Leben ist. 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Zeile ein Kreuz. 
1 
77 Das ist fur mich . . .  s e h r  bedeutsam kaum uberhaupt 
bedeutsam bedeutsam nicht 
bedeutsam 
a Das Leben genieOen, man lebt nur einmal. G • • • 
b Viel Geld verdienen. D • • • 
c Fur andere dasein, auch wenn man 
selbst auf etwas verzichten muB. • • • • 
d Eine Arbeit haben, die erfullt, in der 
ich aufgehen kann. • • • • 
e Aktiv am politischen Leben teilnehmen. D • • • 
f Ohne Anstrengungen ein angenehmes 
Leben fuhren. D • • • 
g Eine Familie grunden. D • • • 
Social Networks and Social Support 
Social Networks 
72 Anzahl 
a Wieviele nahe Verwandte (Eltero, Stiefeltem, 
Geschwister. Schwiegereltem) wohnen in Direm Ort? (. . . . . )  
b Wieviele andere Verwandte wohnen in Qirem Ort 
(nur Tanten, Onkel, Cousins, Cousinen, Schwager, 
Schwagerinnen)? (• . . . . )  
c Wieviele engere Freunde wohnen in Direm Ort? ( .  . . . . )  
d Wieviele andere Leute Dires Ortes (Arbeitskollegen, 
Nachbam...) kennen Sie gut? (. . . . . )  
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Organizational memberships 
34 Bitte geben Sie alle Vereine and BeGndet 
Organisationen an, denen Sie zur sich im 
Zeit angehoren und kreuzen Sie Wohnort 









Mit den folgenden Fragen mochten wir erfahren, weiche Menschen in iiirem Leben derzeit 
eine besonderes wichtige Rolle spieien. Wir beschreiben Ihnen vier Situationen, die im 
taglichen Leben inimer wieder vorkommen ... 
Situation 1: Wie gehts weiter? Probleme in der Schule oder mit der Arbeit 
Stellen Sie sich vor, dafi Sie sich iiber Dire weitere berufliche/schulische Lebensplanung 
unsicher sind. So kann es z.B. sein, dafi Sie nicht wissen, ob Sie eine Ausbildung oder ein 
Studium anstreben mochten, oder wie Sie beruflich weitermachen. Mit wem konnen Sie iiber 
diese Themen reden, wer kann Ihnen hierbei hilfen? 
73x Wie oft wurde Ihnen von Menschen, die auch nie selten manchmal oft 
in Ihrem Ort leben, im letzten Jahr in so einer • • • • 
Situation geholfen? 
(das konnen auch Eltem, Grofieltem, Geschwister,. .. sein) 
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Situation 2: Probleme mit der Liebe 
Enge Partnerschaft und Beziehimgen, aber auch die Kontaktaufiiahme mit "dem 
Traummann/der Traumfrau" konnen fur einen zum Problem werden. Denken Sie 
beispeilweise an Ehescheidung, aber auch an Liebeskummer. Mit wem konnen Sie iiber 
diese Probleme und Konflikte reden, wer kann Dinen hierbei helfen? 
74x Wie oft wurde Omen von Menschen, die auch nie selten tnanchmal oft 
in Ihrem Ort leben, im letzten Jahr in so einer •(!]•• 
Situation gehoifen? 
(das konnen auch Eltem, GroBeltem, Geschwister,... sein) 
Situation 3: Sie bendtigen Geld 
Viele Dinge lassen sich nur dann in die Tat umsetzen, wenn das notwendige Geld vorhanden 
ist. Stellen Sie sich vor, Sie sind knapp bei Kasse, benotigen aber fiir bestimmte Vorhaben 
Oder Anschafilingen Geld. An wen wenden Sie sich, wer kann Dmen hierbei helfen? 
75x Wie oft wurde Ihnen von Menschen, die auch nie selten manchmal oft 
in Direm Ort leben, im letzten Jahr in so einer • • • • 
Situation gehoifen? 
(das konnen auch Eltem, GroBeltem, Geschwister,... sein) 
Situation 4; Alles lauft schief 
Es gibt Tage und Wochen, in denen gar nichts so richtig klappt: die letze Priifimg ist nicht 
gut gelaufen, ein guter Freund hat Sie enttauscht, eine Verabredimg ist geplatzt... Kurz, alles, 
was Sie anpacken, lauft schief. Wer baut Sie auf, wer hilft Dmen, Ihr Selbstvertrauen und 
Diren Optimismus zuriickgewinnen? 
76x Wie oft wurde Ihnen von Menschen, die auch nie selten manchmal oft 
in Ihrem Ort leben, im letzten Jahr in so einer • • • • 
Situation gehoifen? 




3 Wie heifit Ihr Heimatort? 
Community Resources and Community Sentiment'' 
Rmpiovment Resources 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Zeile ein Kreuz. 
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a In meinem Ort gibt es gute Schul- und 
Ausbildungsmoglichkeiten, die ich brauche, um 













b Die einzige Moglichkeit, in meinem Ort eine gute 
Arbeit zu finden, ist "uber Beziehungen." • • • • 
c Ich glaube, dafi es sehr schwierig werden wird, 
hier eine Arbeitsstelle in meinem Traumberuf zu 
finden.* 
• • • • 
d Im allgemeinen sind die Lohne in meinem Ort zu 
niedrig.* • • • • 
e Ich habe wenig HoflRing auf Aufstiegsmoglichkeiten 
in meinem Ort.* • • • • 
f Es gibt gute Moglichkeiten, sich in meinem Ort 
selbstandig zu machen. • • • • 
Note. Items indicated by * were included in the data analysis (see Chapter 3). 
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Housing Resources 
Wie stimmen Sie mit folgenden Aussagen uberein? 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Ziele ein Kreuz. Diese Aussage ... 
57 
a Die Wohnungen hier sind nur fiir Reiclie. 
stimmt stimmt stimmt stimmt 
vollig teilweise kaum nicht 
b Hauseigentiimer in meinem Ort mochten nicht 
an junge Leute vennieten.* • 
c Die mietbaren Wohnungen hier sind ziemlich 
annselig.* • 
d Die einzige Mogiichkeit in meinem Ort, eine 
Wohnung zu finden, sind "Beziehungen."* • 
e Die Wohnungssitutation fur junge Leute in diesem 
Ort ist gut. • 
f. In diesem Ort kann ich eine Wohnung finden, die 
ganz meinen Vorsteilungen entspricht. 
g Das ordiche Angebot an bezahlbaren Wohnungen 
ist gut. • • 
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Leisure Resources 
Wie stimmen Sie mit folgenden Aussage uberein? 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Zeile ein Kreuz. Diese Aussage ... 
37 
a In meinem Ort werden junge Leute ermutigt, 
am oflfendichen Leben teilzunehmen (Klubs, 
Gemeindefeste, Vereine).* 
b Das Leben ist hier langweilig. 
c Wenn man irgendetwas hier tun mochte, braucht 
man Geld. 
d Das Angebot an ofiendichen Transportmitteln ist 
gut hier. 
e Es gibt hier viele Freizeitmoglichkeiten fur mich.* 
f In meinem Ort gibt es genug Kneipen, Restaurants, 
Discos und Jugendklubs, wo man hingehen kann.* 
g Hier in meiner Ort gibt es wirklich nichts fur 
mich. 
stmimt stunmt stimmt stinunt 




Social Support Resources 
Wie stimmen Sie mit folgenden Aussagen uberein? 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Zeile ein Kreuz. Diese Aussage ... 
64 stimmt stimmt 
vollig 
a Wenn mir nacli Reden ist, finde ich 
meistens jemanden in meinem On.* D D 
b Es ist mir egal, ob es meinem Ort 
gut getit. D D 
c Die Leute liier wissen, daB sie von 
anderen Einwohnem Hilfe bekommen 
konnen, wenn sie in Schwierigkeiten 
sind. • D 
d Wenn ich ein personliches Problem 
habe, gibt es niemanden hier, zu dem 
ich gehen kann.* • D 
e In einem Notfall wurden mir auch Leute 
aus meinem Ort helfen, die ich gar nicht 
so gut kenne. • D 
f AuBer meiner Familie, gibt es in meinem 
Ort Leute, die sich wirklich um mich 












61 Wie sehr fuhlen Sie sich in Ihrem Ort Ich fuhle mich hier... 
zu Hause? 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. sehr zu Hause etwas zu Hause wenig zu nicht zu 
Hause Hause 
• • • • 
i 
1 
62 Wie sehr sind Sie daran sehr etwas weder wenig nicht 
interessiert, was in Ihrein Ort interessiert interessiert interessiert interessiert interssiert 
los ist? noch 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. desinteressiert 
• • • • • 
63 Stellen Sie sich vor, Sie muBten selir etwas es wurde etwas sehr 
aus irgendeinem Grund aus Ihrem traurig traurig keinen erfreut erfreut 
Ort wegzeihen. Wie traurig oder Unterschied 
erfreut wiirden Sie sein. machen 
wegzuziehen?* • • • • • 
Bitte ein Kreuz machen. 
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Wie stimmen Sie mit folgenden Aussagen uberein? 
Machen Sie bitte in jeder Zeile ein Kreuz. Diese Aussage ... 
64 
g Egal wo ich lebe, ich werde mich 

















h Ich habe ein gutes Gefuhl, wenn 
ich mich als ein Mitglied dieses 
Ortes sehe.* • • • • • 
i Ich bin stolz auf meinem Ort. • • • • • 
j Uberall wo ich wohne, fiihle ich mich 
zu Hause. • • • • • 
k AuBerhalb meines Ortes wurde ich 
mich nicht zu Hause fiihlen. • • • • • 
I Der Ort, in dem ich wohne, ist ein 
wichtiger Teil meiner Geschichte.* • • • • • 
Community Satisfaction 
59 
Wie zufrieden sind Sie mit 
Ihrem Ort, um dort zu leben? 









• • • • • 
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Wie stimmen Sie mit folgenden Aussagen uberein? 





a Dieser Ort ist ein idealer Ort, 
um hier zu leben. 
b Die Zukunft meines Ortes sieht 
ziemlich rosig aus.* 
c Andere Leute haben eine hohe 
Meinung uber den Ort, in dem icii lebe. D 
d Ober meinen Ort kann nicht viel Gutes 
berichtet werden. • 
e Wahrend der letzten Jahre ist mein Ort 
ein viel besserer Platz zum Leben 
geworden.* D 
f Dieser Ort ist ein idealer Ort 
fflr junge Leute wie mich.* • 
g Hier konnen Kinder gut aufwachsen. • 
h Dieser Ort ist gut fur die Bedurfiiisse 
alter Leute. D 
i Ich babe viele schone Eriimerungen 























INSTRUCTIONS FOR PARTICIPANTS 




Our institute is undertaking a series of projects about how young people in Brandenburg are 
living today. In this study, we are mainly interested in what youth in small communities do 
in their free time and how they view the future opportunities to find housing and work here in 
Brandenburg. Our goal is to be involved in improving the chances of young people in 
Brandenburg. 
We ask you to take part in this study by filling out the enclosed questionnaire. If you return 
the completed questionnaire to us, you have the chance to win one out of 50 prizes: 
1st prize: 500 Deutsch Marks 
2nd prize: 300 Deutsch Marks 
3rd prize: 200 Deutsch Marks 
4th - 50th prizes: 30 Deutsch Marks each (money for a new CD!) 
The chance to win a prize is not that bad because we anticipate that about 1000 people will 
answer. In order for you to take part in the prize drawing, don't forget to complete the 
enclosed form. In case you are not 18 years old, please notice that your parent's signature is 
required. 
The winners will be determined through a random drawing. But how do the winners receive 
their prizes? 
Send back your completed questionnaire and completed form, including your bank account 
number, in the large return envelope to IFK free of charge. The analysis of the questionnaires 
will be done completely independently from the data on the form. Therefore, the participants 
of our study will remain anonymous. 
Or (Variation B) 
In case you are in doubt about your anonymity, send only the questionnaire to DFK and send 
your completed form (very important to include your code number (!), address, or bank 
account number) separately to the law office of Dr. Ueberschar. A law office is independent 
and is required by law to keep the forms confidential. In case your code is selected in the 
drawing, we will inform the law office only about this code and your prize will be transferred 
to you by the law office. 
Please don't leave us "hanging," because only through your help can we describe the 
situation of young people in small Brandenburg communities and give suggestions for change 
in regard to the needs of youth. 
Sincerely, 
Winfried Langner 
for the IFK-Team 
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Form for Participation in the Prize Drawing 
This form should be completely filled out and returned with the completed questionnaire to 
IFK or (Variation B) send this form separately to Dr. jur. Eyk Ueberschar, Potsdamer Allee 
78-80; 14532 Stahnsdorf. 
First name Last name 
Name and Location of Bank 
Bank Code Account Number 
In case you don't have a bank account: 
Street House Number 
Postal Code City 
For those who are sending the form to the law ofiRce of Dr. Ueberschar (Variation B), please 
fill in the code number as instructed in the questionnaire. 
Initial of Day of Month of Day of mother's 
first name birth birth birth 
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Introduction 
Please answer all of the following questions honestly. It is especially important that you state 
your community of residence (Question 3) because different towns and regions will be 
compared in this study. Your answers will remain anonymous and will be kept in a secure 
place and are (according to the data protection law of Germany) only available to the research 
staff of IFK. 
In case you are not 18 years old, please have your parents sign that they consent for you to 
take part in our study. 
I, as a parent, agree that our child can take part in the study, "Youth in Rural Regions," 
through the Institute for Applied Research on Childhood, Youth, and the Family. 
Signature: 
With almost all questions, you are able to answer with only an X. The total time needed to 
complete the questionnaire is about 60 minutes. 
If you want to correct an already checked answer, please circle the wrong answer and check 
the answer that better reflects your opinion. 
If you want to send your form to the law office of Dr. Ueberschar (and not directly to us), 
then we request a code number consisting of the first letter of your first name, the day and 
month of your birth, as well as your mother's day of birth. Only with such a long code can 
we be relatively sure that certain combinations won't appear more than once. 
Example: Marcel was bom on June 15, 1980, his mother's birthday is October 12. 
Therefore, he would fill out the code: M 15 06 12 
It is only necessary to fill out the code if you send the form to the law ofSce of Dr. Ueberschar and not to us. 
1. Initial of Day of Month of Day of mother's 
first name birth birth birth 
The questionnaire will start on the next page. 
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SELECTED QUESTIONS® 
The following is a translated list of questions that were obtained from the Youth in 
Rural Brandenburg '96 questionnaire for use in this study. The questions reflect a subset of 
all questions that were asked of youth ages 13 to 21. 
Sociodemographic Variables 
Ags. 
I How old are you? ( ) Please indicate here. 
Osndsi 
2 Your gender? • Male • Female 
Monthly Income 
6 How much spending money on average 
do you have available per month? 
Please give the exact amount without 
subtracting anything for rent and similar 
expenditures. If you have an income, then 
please give your net income. 
Amount: 
Length of residence 
Should you have two residences, then give the answers about your living situation for 
vour primarv residence (""Hometown!"> 
38a How long have vou lived in vour communitv? since (19.... ) in this community 
^ote. Numbers correspond to item numbers in original questionnaire. 
112 
Family Socioeconomic Status 
Should you have a biological father and a stepfather, please refer to the one with 
whom you have lived the longest when answering about your family. 
Please give the highest professional qualification of your parents. 
Please indicate for your father (stepfather, mother's partner, etc.) and for your mother 
(stepmother, father's partner, etc.) the appropriate degree. 
Basic vocational Advanced Academic 
training or less vocational degree 
training 
25a My mother • • • 
25b My father/stepfather • • • 
What is the current employment situation in your family? 
Please check one answer for your mother (stepmother, father's partner, etc.) and for 
your father (stepfather, mother's partner, etc.) and fill in their occupation on the same 
line. 
26a My mother... 26b My father... 
• is employed and works as • is employed and works as 
• is self-employed and works as • is self-employed and works as 
• is employed in a government employment 
program as 
D is employed in a government employ­
ment program as 
• is unemployed for ( ) years and 
previously worked as 
D is unemployed for ( ) years and 
previously worked as 
• is retired since ( ) and previously worked D is retired since ( ) and previously 
as worked as 
• is a housewife fnot unempioved!) • is a househusband fnot unemploved!^. 
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Current Activity 
5 What are you doing at the present time? 
•Please state your specific job. 
I am presently ... 
Q  . . .  w o r k i n g  a s *  .  
• .. . in a government employment program as* 
•  . . .  i n  s c h o o l  o r  t r a i n i n g  
•  . . .  u n e m p l o y e d  o r  l o o k i n g  f o r  w o r k  
for ( ) years and before worked 
as* 
n  . . .  n o t  w o r k i n g  ( h o u s e w i f e / h u s b a n d ,  
maternity leave, etc.) 
D ... civil/military service 
O  . . .  o t h e r :  
Marital Status 
17 What is your marital status? I  a m .  
• .. . single 
Please check one. • .. . married. 
• .. . divorced. 
Children 
22 Do you have children? • yes • no 
23 If yes, how many? ( ) Please indicate here. 
Life Interests 
Professional goals 
11 Have you Gnished a professional training 
program? • yes • no 
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12 What is the highest professional G basic vocational certificate 
qualification that you have? • vocational certificate 
Please check one. Q advanced vocational certificate 
D academic degree 
15 If you have not Gnished your • vocational training (1) 
professional training, what is • vocational training (2) 
the highest goal you have? Q advanced vocational training 
Please check one. G academic degree 
Addition Education Questions (for missing data) 
10 What type of school do you attend? G. . Gesamtschule 
G. . Realschule 
G. . Gesamtschule/Oberstufe 
G. . Gymasium 
13 What type of training program G. . Oberstufenzentrum 
do you attend? G. . eine BerufsschuleZ-fachschule 
(vocational school) 
Please check one G. . Technical college. University 
14 If you attend an Oberstufenzentrum or a 
vocational school or have attended one of Please indicate your occupational program; 
these schools, for what occupation are you 
or did you prepare for? 
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Family interest 
In life one can have different goals that can be achieved. We have put a few 
together. Please indicate how important every single goal is for your personal life. 
Please make a check in each row. 




not at all 
important 
a to enjoy life, you only live once. • • • • 
b to earn a lot of money. • • • • 
c to care for others even if it 
means making sacrifices. • • • • 
d to have a fulfilling job. • • • • 
e take part in political activities. • • • • 
f have a pleasant life without 
difBculties. • • • • 
g to have a family of my own. • • • • 
Social Networks and Social Support 
Social Networks 
72 Number 
a How many close family members (parents, stepparents, brothers 
and sisters, mother and father-in-law) live in your community? (. . . 
b How many other relatives (only aunts, uncles, cousins, 
in-laws) live in your community? ( . . .  
c How many close Mends live in your community? ( . . .  
d How many other people in your community (co-workers, 
neighbors, etc.) do you know well? ( . . .  
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Organizational Memberships 
34 Please list all the clubs and organizations that you belong to at the present time and check if 
these groups are in your community. 








With the following questions we would like to find out which people play an important role 
in your life at the present time. We will describe four situations that happen over and over in 
everyday life. 
Situation 1: What will I do now? - Problems with school or work 
Imagine that you are uncertain about your future educational and career plans. For example, 
you may not know whether you want to pursue vocational training or an academic degree, or 
how you should continue your career. With whom can you talk to about these things, who 
can help you with them? 
73x How often did people in your community never seldom sometimes often 





 • • 
(can also include parents, grandparents. 
brothers and sisters ...) 
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Situation 2: Problems with your love life 
Close partnerships and relationships, and also making contact with the person of your dreams 
can be a problem. For example, think about a divorce or heartbreak. With whom can you 
talk about these problems and conflicts, who can help you with them? 
74x How often did people in your community never seldom sometimes often 
help you in such a situation in the past 
year ? O D • G 
(can also include parents, grandparents, 
brothers and sisters ...) 
Situation 3: You need money 
Many things are possible only if you have money. Imagine you need money for certain plans 
or items, but you don't have enough. To whom can you turn, who can help you with this? 
75x How often did people in your community never seldom sometimes often 





 • • 
(can also include parents, grandparents. 
brothers and sisters ...) 
Situation 4: Nothing is going right 
There are days and weeks when absolutely nothing goes right: the last exam didn't go well, a 
good Mend let you down, a date fell through ... in short, everything you do goes wrong. 
Who can help you build your self-confidence and your optimism back up? 
76x How often did people in your community never seldom sometimes often 





 • • 
(can also include parents, grandparents. 
brothers and sisters ...) 
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Community Characteristics 
Community of Residence 
3 What is the name of the community where you live? 
Community Resources and Coirununity Sentiment'' 
Employment Resources 







a Good opportunities exist in my community to get 
the education and training I need to achieve my 
career goals. 
• • • • 
b The only way to find a good job in my 
community is by knowing the right people. • • • • 
c I think it will be very difScult to find a 
position in my dream job here.* • • • • 
d In general, the pay in this community is too low.* • • • • 
e I have little hope of career advancement in my 
community.* • • • • 
f There are good opportunities for me to become 
self-employed in my community. • • • • 
Note. Items indicated by * were included in the data analysis (see Chapter 3). 
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Housing Resources 
How do you feel about the following statements? 
Please make a check in each row. These statements.. 
57 
a The housing here is only for the rich. 
b Landlords in my community do not want to 
rent to young people.* 
c The rental housing available here is in 
poor condition.* 
d The only way to find housing in my 
community is by knowing the right people.* 
e The housing situation for young people in this 
community is good. 
strongly somewiiat slightly 
agree agree agree disagree 
• 
In this community I can find an apartment that is 
exactly what I would like. D G D 
g There is a wide variety of affordable rental housing 
in this community. D • D • 
Leisure resources 
How do you feel about the following statements? 







a My community encourages young people to become 
involved in community activities (clubs, festivals, 
associations).* • • • • 
b Life here is boring. • • • • 
c A person needs money to do things here. • • • • 
d It is convenient to use public transportation here. • • • • 
e There are plenty of things to do in my free time 
here.* • • • • 
f In my community are enough bars, restaurants, 
discos, and youth clubs wiiere a person can go.* • • • • 
g There is really nothing for me here in my 
community. • • • • 
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Social Support Resources 
How do you feel about the following statements? 
Please make a check in each row. These statements ... 
64 
a If I feel like talking, I can generally find 
someone in this community to talk to 
right away.* 
b I don't care whether this coimnunity 
does well. 
People here know they can get help from 
others in the community if they are in 
trouble. 
If I am upset about something personal, 
there is no one in this community to whom 
I can turn.* 
strongly agree 
agree 
not sure disagree strongly 
disagree 
• 
e If I had an emergency, even people I do not 
know in this community would be willing 
to help. • • • • • 
f There are people in this community other 
than my family who really care about me.* Q D D D D 
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Community Attachment 
61 To what degree do you feel at home I feel here . 
in your community? 
Please check one. very much somewhat slightly not at 
at home at home at home home 
• • • • 
62 How interested are you in knowing very somewhat neither slightly not 
what goes on in your conununity? interested interested interested interested interested 
Please check one. nor 
disinterested 
• • • • • 
63 Suppose that for some reason you had to very somewhat it wouldn't somewhat very 
move away from your community. sorry sorry make any pleased pleased 
How sorry or pleased would you be difference 
leave?* • • • • • 
Please check one. 
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How do you feel about the following statements? 
Please make a check in each row. These statements... 
64 strongly 
agree 
agree not sure disagree strongly 
disagree 
g Regardless of w^ere I live, I will always 
consider myself a part of this community. • • • • • 
h I feel comfortable identifying myself 
as a member of this community.* • • • • • 
i I am proud of my community. • • • • • 
j Anywdiere I live is home to me. • • • • • 
k I would feel out of place living 
elsewhere. • • • • • 
I My community is an important 




How satisfled are you with your 
community as a place to live? 









• • • • • 
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How do you feel about the following statements: 
Please make a check in each row. These statements ... 
60 strongly agree not sure disagree strongly 
agree disagree 
a This community is an ideal place to live. O D D 
b The future of my community looks 
bright.* D G D 
c Other people think highly of the 
community where I live. • • • 
d Not much can be said in favor of 
my community. Q C] D 
e Over the past few years my community 
has become a much better place to live.* D D D 
f This community is a good place for 
young people like myself.* • D • 
g This community is a good place for 
young children to grow up. • G • 
h This community is a good place for 
elderly people. G G G 
i I have many wonderful memories 
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